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Attitudes Toward Light Ra i 1 By Owners-Renters, Holding A rea Constant 
Approve Unde-
A rea & Group: LR Disapprove cided (Samp 1 e) 
8 urns i de Prima ry 
Own 39% 57 4 ( 54) 
Rent 73% 25 2 ( 77) 
Burnside Secondary-Tertiary 
Own 58% 34 8 ( 64) 
Rent 65% 23 12 ( 57) 
Banfield 
Own 60% 32 8 ( 118) 
Rent 79% 15 6 ( 52) 
Gresham 
Own 55% 38 7 ( 47) 
Rent 70% 17 13 ( 30) 
Source of Information 
(by priority) 
Concerns 
Chief concern 
Second concern 
Least concern 
BARDSLEY AND HASLACHER 
SURVEY 3/82 
Banfield 
newspaper 
(Oregonian) 
letter 
project office 
Lt. Rail phone 
project cost 
project cost 
change yards 
BANFIELD NEIGHBORS SURVEY 
Burnside Burnside 
Primary Secondary 
letter letter 
project office project office 
TV TV 
Lt. Rail phone Lt. Rail phone 
Tri-Met 
project cost project cost 
taxes/construction taxes 
cost of fares cost of fares 
Gresham Business 
newspaper TV 
(Outlook) 
TV 1 etter 
flyers radio 
Tri-Met ask for it 
Lt. Rail phone 
taxes project cost 
property taxes 
values 
landscaping cost of fares 
BANFIELD NEIGHBORS SURVEY 
Demographic Characteristics by Segment 
Age 
Education 
Incorne 
Years in residence 
Owner/renter 
People per household 
Approval of Light Rail Project 
Strongly approve 
Approve 
Reasons for approval 
Strongly disapprove 
Disapprove 
Reasons for disapproval 
BARDSLEY AND HASLACHER 
SURVEY 3/82 
Banfield 
Burnside 
Primary 
25-34 18-34 
65 or more 
college complete high school 
higher incorne under $10,000 
10 years or more under 1 year 
owners renters 
1-2 persons 2 persons 
24% 20% 
42% 39% 
congestion need 
need fast 
14~~ 24% 
13% 14% 
costs costs 
no need no need 
Burnside 
Secondary 
18-34 
high school 
moderate 
1-2.9 years 
5-9.9 
owners 
2 persons 
17% 
44% 
need 
congestion 
16% 
13% 
costs 
no need/ 
serve few 
Gresham Business 
35-54 
college complete 
higher income 
5-9.9 years 
owners 
4 & 5 or more 
25~~ 19?~ 
36% 47% 
need good for the city 
congestion need 
?"! ;J 9c; ;J 
23~s 23~~ 
no need no need 
not pay for itself costs 
(' 
INTRODUCTION 
This is an evaluation of public attitudes toward the Banfield Light 
Rail Project along its alignment corridor. 
The study was conducted and compiled by Bardsley & Haslacher, Inc., 
an independent and impartial research organization, with offices in the Western 
United States. 
Objectives 
Overall objectives of the project were to provide Tri-Met with a detailed 
accounting of attitudes toward the Banfield Light Rail system and its perceived 
effect on both business and residential sectors of the impacted area. 
More specifically, this entailed a study of 
The image now held of the Banfield Light Rai 1, 
Present acceptance of the project, and underlying 
rationale, 
Chief concerns about the Light Rail system, 
Channels of communication to reach publics in 
the impacted area, 
Awareness and acceptance of Tri-Met•s management 
of the sys tern, 
Relationship between ridership of Tri-Met and the 
Ban f i e 1 d L i gh t Ra i 1 , 
Attitudes toward fiscal facets of the project, such 
as construction costs and taxes, and 
Specific 11strengths 11 and •weaknesses 11 of Light Rail 
to guide public information and marketing programs. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Methodology 
A two-stage research design was utilized in conducting the study. 
The preliminary stage consisted of a focus group discussion with a panel 
of residents from the impacted area. To the extent possible, focus session 
participants were equally distributed along the corridor and included a 
representative group of men and women, mass transit users and non-users, 
business owners and household residents. 
Purpose of the focus session was to accumulate information to assist 
in construction of the full-scale questionnaire. For example, the moderator 
(Dr. Friedman) introduced topics pertaining to Light Rail, after which 
participants were encouraged to give free reign to their 11 feelings 11 toward 
the project and related issues. 
The session was audio taped and will be made available to Tri-Met 
on completion of the report, if requested. 
The second stage of the research was a full-scale sampling of 
residential and business populations. Sample for the study was a multi-stage, 
area probability type, which afforded each residence and business along the 
corridor an equal opportunity of contact. 
The samples were drawn from computerized listings of residents and 
businesses within the impacted area, stratified by 19 locations, which 
permitted assignment of interviews in direct relation to population density. 
Listing were supplied by Tri-Met. 
iii 
I tHRODUCTI ON 
Methodology (Cont.) 
In addition, the Burnside section of the corridor was subdivided 
into 11primary, 11 11secondary 11 and 11 tertiary11 impact areas, depending on 
distance from the Light Rail route. 
For purposes of reporting, the residential sample was collapsed 
into four sectors: Banfield, Burnside Primary, Burnside Secondary-Tertiary 
and Gresham. 
Computation of the number of interviews which would fall into each 
area was then computed. This compilation indicated that both Burnside 
Primary and Gresham would contain too few interviews for separate reporting 
by area. Consequently, extensions were made in those areas to enlarge the 
sample for precision purposes. 
The business sample consisted of 53 personal interviews, drawn on 
a random interval basis from the computer listings. In all cases, the person 
in authority was interviewed. 
The same method was also utilized in drawing the residential sample. 
That is, a standard table of random numbers was applied to select a starting 
point, after which every 11 nth 11 name or household on the computer listing 
was drawn for contact. 
All interviews in the residential sector were completed between 
3:00 P.M. and 9:00 P.M. on weekdays and during the day on weekends, unless 
appointments had been arranged for more convenient times. 
Ten percent of each interviewer 1 s work was verified for accuracy 
and authenticity. 
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INTRODUCTION 
Methodology (Cont.) 
Following are sample distributions, both for cross-sections and 
extensions 
Cross- Exten-
Area: 1 I Section sion Total 
Total Residential 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Secondary-
Tertiary 
Banfield 
Gresham 
Total Business 
Totals 
397 
69 
121 
170 
37 
53 
450 
62 
40 
102 
397 
131 
121 
170 
77 
53 
552 
All subgroup breakdowns on computer sheets, such as age, sex, Tri-Met 
ridership, etc. are based on the cross-section residential sample. The 
extensions for 11Burnside Primary 11 and 11 Gresham11 are included only in results 
for those areas. 
Results for the business sector are shown (on one line) at the base 
of each computer sheet. 
All interviews were personally conducted by trained interviewers of 
the research organization. 
l/ 11 Burnside 11 consisted of areas 11J 11 through 11 011 and a portion of 11 P11 on the 
Light Rai 1 master map. 11Banfield11 was comprised of areas 11A11 through 11 111 
and a portion of 11 P. 11 11 Gresham11 included map sections 11 R11 and 11 S. 11 
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INTRODUCTION 
Sampling Variability 
Every sample survey is subject to ranges of variability, which 
refers to the chance variation that could occur when a sample, rather 
than a complete enumeration, is employed. 
This is known as 11standard error,'' and is the difference between 
sample findings and those which would accrue from a 100% enumeration, 
utilizing the same questionnaire and research procedures. 
Five sets of variability ranges are presented: (1) the total 
cross-section sample, (2) Burnside Primary, (3) Burnside Secondary-
Tertiary, (4) Banfield, and (5) Gresham. 
Plus/Minus Variation Ranges: 
Percentages Burn. Burn. Sec- Ban- Gresh-
Close to: Total Pri. Ter. field am 
5% or 95% 2.2% 3.8% 4.0% 3. 3% 5.0% 
15% or 85% 3.6 6.2 6.5 5.5 8.1 
25% or 75% 4.3 7.6 7.9 6.6 9.9 
35?6 or 65% 4.8 8.3 8.7 7.3 10.9 
45% or 55% 5.0 8.7 9.0 7.6 11.3 
50% . . 5.0 8.7 9.1 7.7 11.4 
These ranges are maximal, and most survey findings tend toward true 
values as they exist in the universe. 
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HI.GHLIG~TS OF FINDINGS 
J 
HIGHLIGHTS OF FINDINGS 
11Acceptance 11 Climate 
! 
"The Banfield Light Rail· Project enjoys the· 
support of both the resir:kntial and bUBiness 
sectors aZorzg' its aUrJnrrent coryndor. 
, The approval pattern is essentially sif!1ilar wi~h qoth business 
I 
leaders and r1sidents endorsing Light Rail by slightly better than a two-
to-one margin. 
While approval is pervasive, the least supportive are residents 
in direct proximity to the Light Rail route, or the ••Primary Burnside11 
area. 
Strongest supporters of the project are ............ . 
Younger ho Liseho 1 ds , 
The well educated, 
Middle-to-upper income levels, and 
Renters. 
Conve~sely, resistance is concentrated among , ~ ..... . 
The elderly and retired, 
Lower socio-economic levels, and 
Homeowners . 
These and other support patterns wi 11 be found on the following two 
pages. The initial chart reflects the 11 acceptance 11 climate among residential 
and business sectors, while the second arrays demography in descending order 
of support for the Light Ra i 1 Project. 
H-1 
Total 
Residential 
Banfield,, 
Burnside! 
Sec.-Ter. 
Gresham 
Burnside 
Primary 
Business 
Leaders 
0 I ld 
I 
.. 
' 
HI GHL 1. GHTS 
20 40 50 60 
I I I I I 
' 
Support For· Banfield Light 
( 
~ 
' 
Approve 
63% 
-
\ 
' 
6'6% 
/ I \ 
' • .. 
61% 
' 
I 
) I 
I 
61% 
"" 
I 
I 
I 
59% 
\ 
\ 
66~~ 
.. 
H-2 
70 8o . 90 100 
I I I 
I 
Rai 1 P roj~ct 
.... 
···················· 
... 
. .. ?? :Dis approve ... ... .... ... 
.... 30% ... 7% .... ... .... . . 
. .. 
.... 
···················· 
... 
\ I 
\ I 
\ I 
27% 7% 
I ., 
I i I 
I 
29%· 10% ,-I 
I 
I 
I 
30% 9% 
' \ 
\ 
' 
38% 3 
,. 
I 
l 
' I 
' . ....... ........ 
········ 132%" 2 
. ....... 
.. ........ 
' 
': ' 
HIGHLIGHTS 
r 
Total 
Support Groups Arrayed in .Descending Order Sample (Sample) 
Students • I• / 9~2% ( 12) 
.18-.24 years of age ' ,, 78 ( 41) 
'" Co 11 ege complete . 77 ( 97) 
25 - 34 . . . . 76 ( 123) 
$25,000 $34,999 income 
//-,, 
72 ( 64) 
Renters . . . . 71 (;170) 
Profess i ana 1-ma'nageri a 1 •' . 69. ( 87) 
' ( 98) Craftsmen, operatives, service 69 . 
Banfield area . I 66. ( 170) 
Tri -Met riders ~6 ( 115) 
';35 - 44 . . . . . 65 ( 51) 
$35,000 gr more income 65 ( 51) 
College- partial . ,. ~ ~ . 64 ( 119) 
$10,000 - $14,999 
' 
income 64 ( 73) ' 
' ' 
Housewives . . 64 ( 60) 
Res i dent i a 1 NORM 63 ( 39 7) 
Male . . . ' . . . • I• 63 Cw1) 
Fe rna 1 e . . . . . 63 ( 196) 
$15,000 $24 ,999'' income 63 (120) 
Non-riders . . . 62 (282) ! 
Burnside Secondary-Tertiary . 61 ( 121) 
Gresham . . . . . . 61 ( 77) 
C leri ca 1 or sales 60 ( 60) 
45 - 54 . . . . . 60 ( 57) 
Burnside Primary 59 ( 131) 
Owners . . . . . 57 (22 7) ' 
High s chao 1-g rade or none 55 ( 181) 
Less $10,000 income 55 ( 69) 
55 - 64 . . 54 ( 52) 
65 or over . • 41 ( 73) 
Retired . . . 41 ( 69) 
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HIGHLIGHTS 
The Rationale 
Reasons for supporting· the project splintered over many categories, 
while rejection rationale were more cohesive and concentrated. 11 Pro 11 
and 11con 11 ·rea:sons are prioritized below •........... 
I SUPPORT 
Reasons: 
Re 1 i eve traffic congest ion and 
,parking; traffic off Banfield . 
Demand, need more mass transit 
Conserve energy - reduce air ·· 
po 11 uti on . . r • • • • • • • • 
Fast, efficient transportation 
Promote growth, future· of area; 
c i vi c p r i de . . 
Safer & .better than buses; 
reduce bus'traffjc .... 
Hove more people at less cost • 
Increase property values 
OPPOSITION 
Reasons·: 
Cost of project-- won 1 t pay 
for i tse 1 f . . . . 
i 
No need - 1 ack of demand 
Disruptions - construction 
mess 
. • 
.. 
Location- change property lines 
H-4 
• . 
Priority 
Resid. Business 
#1 
2. 
3 
4 
s· ... .. 
s··· .. 
7 
8 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
#Y~ 
2 
6-
7 
·1 
3~~ 
8 
5 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
) 
• 
/ 
H I'GHL I GHTS 
11 Conce rns 11 
Several appro~che~ -- both free response and s~ecific --were 
utilLzed to ferr~·t out ••concerns•• about the Banfield Light Rail. 
In virtually every measurement area, 11 cost 11 surfa'ced as the 
chief concern or criticism.of the project. It is apparen~ that many/are 
. . 
not aware that funds-for the project are already committed, and that only_ 
a fraction will stem from state or local sources. 
Consequently, there i~ considerable anxiety that taxes will be 
increased to pay for the project-- pr~perty taxes in particulpr. 
Anoth~r major question already identifiedi is whether Light Rail 
is really needed. 
These, three concerns--~' need and higher taxes, will have to 
be addressed in all areas, including the business sector. 
In addition, there is the 11 disruption 11 and ••inconvenience•• construction 
will cause, which pose immediate community relations problems. These concerns, 
' 
such as . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ·~ . . . . . . . . 
Construction nois~, dirt, disruptions, 
Traffic congestion, and 
Loss of land or changes in property lines 
are most acute in the Primary Burnside area (f:ontiguous to tracks). 
One picture of concerns people hav~ is portrayed by the ensuing 
chart which contrasts the most and least important •worries•• which were 
selected from a specific listing. 
' 
' 
HIGHLIGHTS 
Least Important 
Concerns 
Cost of Project 
Tax Hike 
Traffic ~Rerouting 
Traffic 
Congestion 
' ' ( 
Construction 
Cost of Fare 
Rea 1 Estate 
Development 
Property, Values 
Decrease 
Parking 
Change Yards, 
Driveways 
Landscaping 
0 
7% 
5o, 
'" 
\ 
Most Important 
Concerns 
+10 +20 +30 ~100 
26% 
(These results relate to the residential sector). 
H-6 
Differ-
enti al 
+23% 
+ 3% 
+ 6% 
- 3% 
-10% 
2% 
- 4% 
- 5% 
'-11% 
-16% 
.. 
HIGHLIGHTS 
More on Taxes 
Additional evidence that' tax anxiety has the ability to erode 
I 
the support base of Light Rail was produ~ed by an independent question 
on raising and earmarking taxes to fund the project. 
(\ 
Resi-
dential 
To i 11 us t rate . . 
0 10 20 . 30 40 50 60 
I I I I I l 
11 Do you think your taxes wi 11, 
be increased, strictly to pay for 
~ 
Yes - increased = 72% I 
/ 
' 
70 80'' 90 
I I I 
or wi 11 not, 
Light Rai 1 ?'' 
No - not 
i n'creased =23 
-
---
--
?? 
5% 
' I 
100 
Business 91% 5% 4% 
... 
Concern is compounded by the be 1' i e f residents w i 11 be hit by higher 
property t;::~xes, which studies sho.-J is one-- if not the-- most unpalatable 
tax of all . 
Fear of higher taxes peaks among elderly and retired residents -- the 
only two popul·ation segments which presently oppose the Light Rai·l Project. 
I 
H-7, 
The Construction 
Phase 
HIGHLIGHTS 
A heavy majority believes business will qe harmed during the 
course·of construction. 
res I de~ t i a 1 sectors. 
This was the. consensus of both business and 
But the future outlook is'riluch oore optimistic! .bnce construction 
is completed and Light Rail is in operation, there is a tendency to feel 7 
the project will act .a$ an economic stimulus,· i.e., increase trade along 
its route. 
As a majority of business leaders maintained: 1'1Light R<1il will 
transport more potential customers into the area and increase awareness 
of. shopping opportunities . 11 
In the meantime, rrilembers of the business community ·advise Light 
Rail to exped·ite construction to minimize the impact on customer traffic, 
·'such as building one section at a time, working at night, etc. They would 
also like acces~ routes through construction sites. 
The next chart illustrates the diametric opposite perceptions of 
the effect of construction on business during construction and after Light 
Ra i 1 i s ope rat i n g . 
While results ~elate to the business sector, a similar pattern 
prevailed among residents along the corridor, only they were even more 
positive about business prospects when the project is in operation. 
H-8 
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H .I GHL I GHTS 
Business Sector 
Perceived Effect on 100 
Business During 
Construction. HARM = 85% 
Neither br Undeci~ed • • • 11% 
-------------~--------------------------------------------------------------~ 
100 
Perceived Effect on 
Business When Light 
Ra U Ope rat i ng. 80 
HELP = 47% 
Harm = 23% 
Neither or Undecided • • • • • • • 30% 
H-9 
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Tri -Met 
Approrimately three·.out of every ten residents (29%) met the 
qualifications of a Tri-Met bus rider, which compare~ to 26% ridership 
reported in the Community Assessment Study for the entire service area. 
Ride~s are slightly mor~ supportive of Light Rail than 'non-
Tri-Met customers (66 to 62%)~ 
Result$ P!frtaining to Light Rail 1 s relationship to Tri-Met 
I 
i-evea 1_ that . . 
L 
Jl.wareness that Tri-Metwill manage the Light 
Rail Project i.s confined to less than half 
the ·residential public. 
The business sector j s, somewhat better apprised, 
but over four in ten are sti 11 ·uninformed or 
misinformed . 
. When armed with the knowledge that Trl-Metwill 
manage the project, a majority of ,both sectors 
approved of the dual management concept. 
Reasons for approving Tri-Met management revolve 
around experience and past performance. 
\ 
Opposition is predicated on mediocrity of Tri-
Met management, lack of fiscal expertise and 
-monopo 1 is t i c power. 
A majority of residents, particularly Tri-Met , 
riders, feel Light Rai 1 wi 11 be more expensive 
than the h us, but . 
There is widespread knowledge Tri-Met transfers 
will be honored by Light Rail. 
H-10 
HIGHLIGHTS 
Tri~M~t (Cont.) ) 
Th~ Tri""Met 11aw~reness•• 11 approva1 11 picture looks like 
• I \ 
this ..••••....• (Read across) 
' Aware Tri -Met \n 11 
Manage Light Ra_i 1 Approve Disapprove l:Jndeci ded 
Business = 57% 51% 41 8 
Resident i a 1 = 4n 55?6. 32 J 3 
Burn Pri. = 44% 56% 36 8 
Burn Sec. = 39~6 53% 35 12 
Banfield = 48% 62%. 26 12 
Gresham = 75% 36% 30 34 
And, misconceptions on cost of riding Light Rail in comparison 
to Tri-Met are charted below 
Cost 
11ore Less Same Undecided 
i 
Business I 62% 4 26 8 
Res t·dent i a 1 . ' . ., 58% 7 27 8 
Tri -Met Riders 63% 5 27 5 
Non-Riders . 56% 8 27 9 
Burn Primary 62% 7 28 3 
Burn Sec-Ter .. 55% 10 23 12 
Banfield 53% 6 35 6 
Gresham 79% 5 8 8 
H-11 
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HI GHL I'GHTS 
I, 
Communi cat i ens 
At this point in time, prior to commencement of the construction 
phase, both business and residential sectors tend to cast a somewhat 
critical eye on the communications efforts of Light Rail. 
As observed. below, the communications program is rated as 
substandard by an approximate three-to-two margin. 
i 
Resident i a 1 
41% 
. 
Positive 
Rating I 
----
55% 
4% 
- --
----
Negative 
Rating 
------
Undecided 
I 
Business 
38% 
56% 
6% 
The potential effectivene$S 6f selected channels of communication 
are graphed on the following page. Statistics emphasize the need for two.::; 
way communications. First, perhaps, a letter from Light Rafl explaining the 
construction phase, and informing publics of the establishment of a telephone 
hot 1 i ne to answer i nq ui re's. 
Semantically, 11 Light Rail 11 carries more appeal than 11 Tri-Met. 11 
H-12 
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HIGHLIGHTS 
Least Re 1 i ab 1 e -
Sources 
r 
Most Reliable 
Sources 
\ ) 
-100 -30\ -20 -10 +1 0 +20 +30 +1 00 
- Light· Ra i 1 Let te r 
Newspaper 
I 
Phon~ ProJect Office 
Phone Hotline To 
Light Ra i 1 
TV 
City 
Flyers 
Tri-Met Letter 
Radio 
Shopping Center 
Displays 22% 
4 19% 
6% 16% 
11% 14% 
4 13% 
7% 9% 
13% 7% 
11% 6% 
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·~) 
Differ-· 
ehtial 
+15%. 
+lO% 
+ 3% 
+ 9% 
+ 2% 
- 6% 
- 5% 
- 1% 
- 6% 
-20% 
HIGHLIGHTS 
Theme Credibi 1 ity 
( 
The concluding charts- reflect the credibility of both posrtive 
and negative themes which could be employed to improve or injure the 
image of Light Rail. 
The procedure was to present eacb theme, then ask respondents 
to rate it along a five point scale, with ••s•• the hig,hest or most 
credible score, and 11 111 the lowest or most critical rating, with 4, 3 
and 2 in between. 
For ease of ana1lysis, ratings havebeen converted into a single I ; 
score, constituting the mean average for each theme or hypothesis. Thus, 
the highest possible score= 50.0. 
On a positive plane, the higher the score, the more credible the 
argument in promoting the merits of Light Rai 1. Seven of the 11 themes 
produced scores of 33 or more, wl:tich is equivalent to at least a 66% 
favorable response. These will be found on th~ following page, and include 
themes on energy, comfort, .traffiC\ relief, fast
1
and efficient, new curbs 
and streets and economic contributions. 
On the other side of the coin, the second graph· depicts. the 
relative damage which could be caused by use of these tnemes by critics 
of the project. 
The most damaging is an increase in the operating costs of Tri-Met, 
followed by imposition of taxes and disruption created by construction. 
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ANALYSIS OF FINDINGS 
PERCEPTIONS OF 
BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL 
Both business and residential sectors along the alignment corridor 
are wel 1 aware of the Banfield Light Rail Project and have formed some 
definitive impressions of it. 
This was evidenced both by pretest results and findings from the 
full-scale study. In the pretest, all 15 respondents were aware of the 
project, and final results revealed that 89% of the residential sample and 
92% of business leaders voiced spontaneous descriptions in answer to this 
question, which was posed at the outset of the interview 
II 
. What is your impression of the Banfield 
Light Rail Project -- how do you picture it 
in your mind? 11 
The response from both sectors was voluminous, with each respondent 
offering approximately 1.5 perceptions of the Light Rail Project. 
Response from business executives revolved around the benefits to 
the Tri-County which would accrue from construction of the Light Rail, and 
the need for additional mass transit. 
The response from residential respondents, however, failed to cluster 
in any single category, with the highest frequency count for any individual 
impression being 17 percent. 
The diversity of views is illustrated by statistics found on the 
following two pages. 
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Total 
Impressions of Banfield Light Rail Project Residential 
Good for Portland; great for our future; it 1s progress; 
will bring people to the area; good for business; 
moving toward the future . • . . . . . 17% 
Expensive to build; the cost is too high; Oregon can•t 
afford it; not a good way to use money; not cost-
effective; too costly for these times; wi 11 lose 
money; I cannot be 1 i eve the cost . • . . 17 
It won•t be used; people that drive wi 11 always drive; 
wi 11 serve only a few; not enough riders from the 
East; population is declining; not feasible; no demand 
for that much transportation . . . . • • • 15 
lt 1 s needed; it will be used; great for non-drivers; 
wi 11 help people get around; it 1s a necessity; 
we need mass transit; for older people . . . . . 14 
It will facilitate traffic; take traffic off the 
Banfield; eliminate overcrowded streets; speed up 
traffic; cut down on traffic . • . . . 13 
lt 1s like a train; 1 ike BART; a monorail; a train 
going down the middle of the street; like a freeway 
on tracks; small train ...... . 
Fast; efficient; move us faster; more space for 
riders; a good way to move people around faster; 
faster between this area and town; better than 
taking a bus .............••••. 
Environmental effect; it wi 11 be noisy; people worried 
about change in environment . 
Named specific areas: Connecting E. with W.; will 
run along the freeway; will run down Burnside; 
from Gresham to Portland; going through downtown 
It may take some people 1s land; my house is on Burnside; 
it will take from our road; trying to force us to sell 
our home 
lt 1 s clean; less polluting; cut down on pollution • 
It will block intersections; may block my apartment in; 
we don 1 t know how we will get out of our driveway; 
13 
7 
6 
5 
4 
3 
wi 11 eliminate a lot of cross streets . . . . . . . 3 
It will cost us; the fares will go up; it will raise 
our taxes; something more to waste our taxpaye rs• 
money . . . . . . . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . 
(Continued) 
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3 
Total 
Business 
40% 
1 3 
19 
24 
15 
10 
2 
2 
5 
Impressions of Banfield Light Rail Project (Cont.) 
Total 
Residential 
Total 
Business 
Won't be as good as buses; stops won't be spaced 
right; can I get to Mall 205 and other merchants; 
seems 1 i mi ted in it IS abi 1 i ty to serve whole 
city; stationary stops . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
It will be cost-effective; less expensive than driving 
a car; energy efficient; as long as they don't 
cost too much ......• 
Quiet; as long as they are quiet 
It will hurt my business; light rail will cut off 
auto traffic- hurting business 
Miscellaneous • 
Undecided .. 
- = Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
Totals 
(Samples) 
1/ 
3% 2% 
2 2 
2 
7 
5 2 
10 4 
14n 151% 
( 39 7) (53) 
The perceptions of Bur;side residents were not significantly different 
from those living farther from the impacted area, with the exception of 
Gresham, where respondents tended to liken Light Rail to a 11 train, 11 which will 
11provide faster transportation to destinations, 11 primarily downtCJ;Vn Portland. 
1/ These are identified in the report as 11 Burnside- Primary 11 residents 
and consist of those residing indirect proximity to the Light Rail 
route. A second 11 Burnside 11 tabulation is reported for residents in 
11secondary 11 and 11 tertiary 11 areas, which are comprised of those living 
1/8 mile from Burnside or residents not affected by left turns, or 
those 1/4 mile from a station. 
-3-
To add a dimension to the preceding chart, perceptions of the 
Light Rail Project were classified, according to content, as either 
"positive," 11 negative, 11 "mixed or neutral , 11 which yielded these response 
patterns (Read down) 
Classified as: Residential Business 
Positive 
Negative 
Hixed (positive & negative) 
or neut ra 1 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samples) 
48% 
34 
8 
10 
100% 
(397) 
60% 
31 
5 
4 
100% 
(53) 
These figures should not be construed as a measurement of those who 
favor or oppose the Banfield Light Rail. Rather, they are an editorial 
evaluation of perceptions which totaled well over 100%, meaning that many 
had multiple impressions of the project. 
However, it is noteworthy that the pattern is positive, which 
parallels support figures found on the ensuing page. 
As the reader wi 11 note on the next page, the approval figure is 
higher than the positive evaluation shown above. What this implies is that 
many supporters also~ negative facets to Light Rail, even though they 
basically approve of the project or concept. 
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SUPPORT PATTERNS 
The Banfield Light Rail Project is approved by 
both residential and business sectors by slightly 
better than a two-to-one rrurgin.' 
Support for the project is pervasive, crossing all area and 
population lines except senior citizens, who sense their taxes will be 
increased and earmarked (strictly) to pay for the Banfield Light Rail. 
scale . 
Here is the overall approval pattern, based on a four point 
Strongly approve of 
Light Rail project 
Approve 
Total APPROVAL ........... . 
Disapprove 
Strongly disapprove 
Total DISAPPROVAL 
Undecided ..... . 
Totals 
. . . . (Read down) 
Res i dent i a 1 
21% 
42 
63% 
14 
16 
30% 
_7_ 
100% 
Business 
19% 
47 
66% 
23 
9 
2 
100% 
While encouraging, these data do not recommend complacency for 
reasons which will be cited as the analysis progresses. Suffice it to say 
at this point that the above figures establish a benchmark prior to 
construction, which appears to be the most sensitive phase from aPR 
standpoint. 
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As predictable, project critics are concentrated, geographically, 
in the Primary Burnside area, where construction is most 1 ikely to take 
its toll or fray the nerves of residents. (Read down) 
Burnside Ban-
Approval of P raj ect: Primary Sec-Te r. field Gresham 
Strongly approve 20% 17% 24% 25% 
Approve . . . . 39 44 42 36 
Total APPROVAL . . . . 59% 61% 66% 61% 
Disapprove . . . . 14 13 13 23 
Strongly disapprove 24 16 14 7 
Total Dl SAPPROVAL . . . 38~~ tL' 29% 27% 30% 
Undecided _ 3_ 10 _7 _ _9_ 
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 
(Samples) ( 1 31 ) (121) ( 1 70) ( 77) 
Now, the next table pinpoints informational targets, with supporters 
arrayed in descending order. The lower the figure, the more critical or 
undecided the group is concerning the project. 
For example, the strongest backers are young(er) residents and 
college graduates, while the least supportive are older people and those 
with less formal education. 
In evaluating the following figures, it is recommended that the 
reader review sample sizes as well as percentages, to gauge which groups 
constitute the largest audience. 
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Support Groups Arrayed in Descending Order 
Students 
18 - 24 years of age 
College- complete 
25 - 34 . 
$25,000 $34,999 income 
Renters 
Professional-managerial 
Craftsmen, operatives, service 
Banfield area 
Tri -Met riders 
35 - 44 
$35,000 or more income 
College- partial 
$10,000 - $14,999 income 
Housewf ves 
Resident i a 1 NORM 
Male 
Fema 1 e 
$15,000 $24,999 income 
Non-riders 
Burnside Secondary-Tertiary. 
Gresham ...•.. 
C 1 e r i ca 1 o r s a 1 e s 
45 - 54 . . . . . 
Burns ide Primary 
Owners 
High school-grade or none 
Less $10,000 income 
55 - 64 . . 
65 or over 
Retired .. 
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Total 
Sample 
92% 
78 
77 
76 
72 
71 
69 
69 
66 
66 
65 
65 
64 
64 
64 
63 
63 
63 
63 
62 
61 
61 
60 
60 
59 
57 
55 
55 
54 
41 
41 
(Sample) 
( 12) 
( 41) 
( 97) 
( 123) 
( 64) 
( 170) 
( 87) 
( 98) 
( 170) 
( 115) 
( 51) 
( 51) 
( 119) 
( 73) 
( 60) 
( 39 7) 
(20 1) 
( 196) 
( 120) 
(282) 
( 121) 
( 77) 
( 60) 
( 57) 
( 131) 
(22 7) 
( 181) 
( 69) 
( 52) 
( 73) 
( 69) 
The Rationale 
Approval and rejection rationale are reported on the following 
five pages, 
The reasons on both sides of the coin are many and varied. To 
bring them into finer focus, related categories have been combined and 
prioritized at the base of each chart (on the second page). 
The same collapsed campi lations are prioritized below for the 
four geographical areas among respondents who APPROVE of the Banfield 
Light Rail Project. 
Reason(s): 
Relieve traffic congestion; 
help parking problem; take 
traffic off Banfield; reduce 
dependency on cars 
Demand and need; people will 
patronize Light Rail 
Save energy; reduce pollution 
Fast, efficient transportation 
Good for growth, future of 
area; modernize transportation 
Better and/or safer than buses; 
less bus traffic .. 
Economical; move more people 
at less cost . . 
(*=tie) 
Ban. 
#1 
2 
3 
5 
4 
6 
7 
PRIORITY 
Primary Sec-Ter. Gresham 
#1 #1 #1 
2 3 
6 6 2 
3 5 
4 7 6 
5 4 ~ " 4 
7 3 7 
This is a general overview, and the reader is urged to study 
page S-5 in the statistical section for quantifications. 
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Reasons For Approving of the 
Banfield Light Rail Project 
Eliminate traffic congestion; cut down 
on number of cars; take cars off the 
street; might help traffic-wise; lessen 
parking problem downtown ...... . 
lt 1 s needed; a good thing to have; great for 
out-of-town residents; people will use it; 
something that must be done; we need it 
Fast transportation; more efficient; no 
w a i t i n g for a b us ; moves t r a f f i c fa s t e r; 
we need efficient mass transportation .. 
Good for Portland; good for the growth of 
the city; creates growth out here; an attempt 
to modernize; good for the future; I think 
Portland is 10 years behind the times and 
i t w i 11 be good for us . . . . 
Clean; less pollution; good project to 
reduce our pollution problem; we need to 
stop pollution and I think light rail 
will help ............•. 
It will save energy; fuel conservation; 
we need to conserve on energy and light 
rai 1 wi 11 do it . . .....•..•. 
More economical; it will move more people at 
less cost; can 1 t beat mass transit for 
economy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Take traffic off the Banfield; fewer drivers 
on the freeway; Banfield 1 s narrow lanes 
are dangerous . . . .•......... 
Preferable to buses; better than the bus 
system; less bus traffic; good system; 
more convenient than a bus . . . . 
An alternative to the automobile; reduce 
dependency on cars; great for women without 
a car 
Fewer accidents; safer than buses; never 
see accidents from this type of mass 
transit . . 
Qualified: wonder whether people will 
really use it; if it will serve enough 
people; if my taxes don 1 t go up anymore. 
(Cant i nued) 
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Total 
Residential 
28% 
28 
13 
11 
11 
9 
9 
8 
8 
5 
3 
3 
Total 
Business 
6% 
37 
3 
48 
6 
3 
11 
17 
6 
Reasons For Approving of the 
Banfield Light Rail Project 
Total 
Residential 
Total 
Business 
A well-planned system; a very good system. . 1% 
Property values; it will increase 
property values ..•.•..•. 
Quiet; hope it will be a quiet way to 
t rave 1 
Mi s ce 11 aneous 
Undecided .. 
= Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
Combined Related Reasons: 
Totals 
(Samp 1 es) 
Relieve traffic congestion, parking; 
take traffic off Banfield . . ... 
Demand and need for more mass 
transit; peop 1 e w i 11 use it . 
Energy conservation and pollution 
abatement . . . . . . . 
Fast, efficient transportation 
Good for growth, future of area; 
civic pride ..... 
Better and safer than buses 
reduce bus traffic 
Economical; move more people 
at less cost 
Increase property values 
( ,., = tie) 
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14 
2 3 
4 
144% 154% 
(250) ( 35) 
Prioritization 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
7 
8 
2 
6 
7 
8 
5 
Rationale (Cont.) 
The next two pages are devoted to a detailed accounting of reasons 
for OPPOSING the Banfield Light Rail Project. Because they splinter over 
many areas, a collapsed accounting is made below by area to prioritize 
reasons. 
Once more, it is recommended that the reader turn to page S-6 
in the statistical section for a statistical summary. 
Reason(s): 
Cost of project; waste of 
money; won 1 t pay for itself; 
increase taxes; cost of 
ridership . 
Not needed; won 1 t serve enough 
people; won•t help me; plenty 
of buses to serve us 
Disruptions; block traffic; 
tear up streets; noisy and 
dirty; construction mess 
Wrong location; too close 
to my front door; wonder 
what it will do to my property 
Ban. 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
PRIORITY 
Burn. Burn. 
P ri rna ry Sec-Ter. 
#2 #2 
3 3 
4 4 
Gresham 
#2 
4 
3 
On a percentage bas is, 11 cost 11 and 11 lack of demand 11 object ions were 
only a few points apart in most cases. 
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Reasons For Disapproving of the 
Banfield Light Rail Project 
Expense of building it; we can 1 t afford 
it; maintenance cost will be high; very 
expensive for user; a waste of our money; 
should use the money to update buses 
It won 1 t be used; a big white elephant; 
not needed; our bus situation is sufficient 
now; don 1 t need it out here . . . . . 
Won 1 t serve enough people; will only be 
used by a few people; will only be used 
by the few people that ride the bus now 
It won 1 t pay for itself; not cost-effective; 
I do not think the system will pay off 
Taxes; I don 1 t see how a person my age can 
pay the $30,000 tax for curbs, sewers, etc.; 
taxpayers will end up paying for it .. 
It will disrupt residential areas; will take 
out a lot of houses; it wi 11 block 
intersections . . . . . ... 
Named Specific Areas: Only for Gresham; 
may do away with Burnside; they are going 
to tear up Stark; can 1 t visit Burnside 
without going miles around ...• 
It won 1 t benefit me; won 1 t help anyone 
around here; we use the bus ....•. 
Location; why down the Banfield; not enough 
stops; putting it in the wrong area; 75 feet 
from my front door . . . . ..... 
How will it affect my property; it may 
take some of my property 
It wi 11 be noisy; need sound barriers 
Construction mess; the mess it will make 
during construction . 
Stops won 1 t be spaced right; what about 
schedules; have to walk too far to the 
stops; 1 ack of access to it . . . . 
It won 1 t alleviate freeway traffic; it will 
foul up traffic; it will cause too much 
traffic ..•....••......... 
(Continued) 
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Total 
Resident i a 1 
37% 
28 
16 
10 
7 
7 
7 
7 
5 
5 
4 
3 
3 
2 
Total 
Business 
35% 
47 
18 
6 
6 
6 
23 
Reasons For Disapproving of the 
Banfield Light Rail Project 
Safety; Banfi e 1 d is dangerous 
Tri-Met; public doesn•t support Tri-Met; 
would rather have a private concern 
Cost of ridership 
Miscellaneous 
Undecided .. 
- = Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
Total 
(SalllJ 1 e) 
Combined Related Reasons: 
Cost 
No need; lack of demand 
Disrupt ions 
Location 
Total 
Resident i a 1 
1% 
2 
2 
148% 
( 11 8) 
Total 
Business 
141% 
( 1 7) 
Prioritization 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
#1 
2 
3 
4 
11 Location•• was a subordinate ••complaint,•• but the top three were 
of sufficient magnitude to warrant concern and attention. 
11 CONCERNS 11 
Some concerns about the Banfield Light Rail have already been 
expressed by opponents of the project. These, however, do not circum-
ference all concerns, since opponents were in the minority. 
Therefore, more exhaustive measurements were made including al 1 
respondents. A two-tier technique was utilized in which respondents were, 
first, asked to volunteer concerns they may have, and secondly, to rank 
order anxieties from a specific list of potential problem points. 
Results of the first, or unaided, approach are presented in detai 1 
on succeeding pages but, first, have been capsulized below to faci 1 itate 
area analysis or prioritization. 
Re 1 a ted Reasons: 
Cost of project, fares 
Not needed; lack of demand 
Traffic congestion, problems 
Disruptions. 
Environmental damage 
Increase taxes 
Location poor, hurt business 
Lose property or land 
Safety factors 
C>'• = tie) 
Ban. 
#1 
2 ·'· " 
2 ·'· " 
4 
5·'· " 
5·'· " 
7 
8 
9 
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PRIORITY 
Burn. 
P r i rna ry 
#2 
8·'· " 
3 
5 
7 
6 
4 
8·'· " 
Burn. 
Sec-Ter. 
#1 
6 
2 
3 
5 
9 
7 
4 
8 
Gresham 
#2 
4 
8 
6·'· " 
5 
3 
9 
Total 
Concerns About Banfield Light Rail Project Residential 
Expensive to build; the cost of it; it 1 s 
adding to cost of living; unnecessary 
spending; won 1 t be able to pay for itself; 
financing it under Reaganomics • . . • 27% 
People might not use it; will it be utilized; 
it 1s not needed; it won•t serve enough 
people; serve only those who want to go 
downtown . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . • 1 3 
Environmental factor; it will be dirty; 
potential noise factor; noise after it 1 s 
in 
It will create traffic congestion; routes are 
already overcrowded; create more problems on 
freeway; traffic jams. . . • ... 
It wi 11 increase our taxes; taxes w i 11 go up; 
too much tax money going into i t; cost 
to taxpayers . . . . . . 
Construction disruption; the effect of 
construction on us; access in and out; 
I have to go 14 blocks out of my way 
because of construction . . . . . . 
Access between areas; cross-over areas; how 
will cars & people get across tracks; what 
access for our trucks; Gateway cut off 
How much of my property wi 11 it take away; 
they are taking out property of my friends; 
apartments wi 11 be torn down; wi 11 lose 
my hedge and part of fir'{ property .... 
It won 1 t lower fares; how much wi 11 it cost 
us to ride this; fares might be higher 
Stops & stations; where will the stations 
be along the way; some businesses won•t be 
served because of arrangements of stops 
How long will it take to build; will it 
drag out for a long time; may be outdated 
before it 1 s finished ..... 
Safety factor; trains might hit someone; 
a danger to kids on bikes; will increase 
accident rate; maintenance standard high 
enough to insure safety ...•...•. 
(Continued) 
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12 
11 
1 1 
8 
7 
7 
6 
6 
5 
4 
Total 
Business 
42% 
1 3 
6 
22 
25 
17 
5 
4 
2 
2 
Total 
Concerns About Banfield Light Rail Project Residential 
It will cost me a lot of money; how much 
will it cost me; how cost effective; 
I will lose customers; why don't they use 
existing rails . . . . . . . . . . . 4% 
Property values will decrease; don't know how 
it will affect my property value; devaluation 
of property along the line; railroad wil 1 lower 
property va 1 ues . . . • • . . . . . . . . 4 
Lack of information on it; we're not being 
informed; use media to keep us informed . • 2 
Tri-Met; the management of it; haven't done 
a good job with buses; mismanagement; will 
they rna i nta in it . . . . . . . . . . • 2 
Will it hurt businesses; will cut down on 
car sales; what wi 11 happen to Burnside 
area 
Mi see 11 aneous 
Undecided .. 
Totals 
(Samples) 
- = Less than 0.5% or none in sample 
2 
3 
_13_ 
147% 
( 397} 
Total 
Business 
4% 
3 
4 
2 
4 
_1_5_ 
170% 
(53) 
Re 1 a ted Reasons: Priori t i z at ion 
Cost #1 #1 
Traffic congestion 2 2 
Not needed - lack of demand 3·'· " 5 
Disruption r " 4 
Environmental damage 5 7 
Increase taxes 6·'· " 3 
Lose property, 1 and 6 ~·: 8 
Poor location 8 6 
Safety 9 9 
(~': = tie) 
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The second approach to evaluating Light Rail concerns was three 
dimensional in which respondents were asked to identify (from a list), his 
or her #1 and #2 concerns, and the one which would be least likely to 
irritate them. 
The chief concerns of the residential and business sectors are 
itemized below, after which findings from the three questions are integrated 
for a composite picture. 
Chief Concerns: 
Cost of project 
Taxes wi 11 go up 
Traffic rerouting 
Traffic congestion 
Construction noise and dirt 
Cost of fare 
Development of apartments and 
businesses in area 
Property values will decrease 
Parking prob 1 ems 
Changing of driveways and 
front yards 
Landscaping along the line 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samples) 
=Less than 0.5% 
or none in sample 
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(Read down) 
Residential Business 
26% 40% 
23 13 
9 13 
8 19 
7 2 
5 2 
5 
5 2 
4 5 
3 2 
2 
4 
100% 100% 
( 397) (53) 
. ' 
CONCERN SUMMARY Residential Business 
#1 + #2 = Total . Last II #1 + #2 = Total Last 
(Read across) 
Cost of project .. . . . . . . . 26% 17 43 . 3 40% 13 53 
. 
Taxes wi 11 go up . . . 23% 17 40 2 13% 38 51 
. 
Traffic rerouting . . . . . . . . 9% 11 20 . 6 13% 21 34 
. 
Traffic congestion . . . .. . 8% 7 15 . 2 19% 9 28 
Construction noise and dirt . . . . 7% 9 16 . 10 2% - 2 19 
. 
Cost of fare . . . . . . . . . 5% 7 12 . 15 2% - 2 . 43 
Development of apartments and 
businesses in the area . . . . . 5% 5 10 . 7 - 3 3 . 11 
Property values will decrease . . . so/ 'o 12 17 . 9 2% 2 4 2 
. 
Parking problems . . . . . . . 4% 6 10 9 5% 8 13 . 6 
Changing of driveways and 
front yards . . . . . 30' /o 3 6 . 14 2% 2 4 . 13 
. . 
Landscaping along line . . . . 1% 1 2 . 17 2% 4 6 . 6 
In addition to the obvious analysis, differentials can be computed between the chief and least concern 
to produce still another dimension. For example, on 11 cost of project, 11 the net differential is +23% 
(26% - 3% = 23%). 
-19-
SOME OBSERVATIONS .•.....................•..... 
In every measurement made, 11 cost of construction 11 
emerged as the chief concern or transcendent crit-
icism of the Banfield Light Rail. 
It is apparent that many are not aware that funds 
for the project are already committed and that only 
1n will stem from state or local sources. 
At this time, residents estimate that 45% of the 
funding will come from local sources, while among 
the business sector, the average estimate is 53 
percent. 
And, there is considerable anxiety that taxes wi 11 
be increased to pay for the project. 
Another major concern which emerged in free-response 
questioning was whether Light Rai 1 is, indeed, needed. 
These three concerns -- cost, need and higher taxes 
will have to be mollified to maintain support for 
the Light Rail project. 
Then, of course, there is the 11disruption 11 and in-
convenience that construction wil 1 create which 
pose immediate community relations problems. 
On the other hand, results revealed several salable 
features to bolster support for Light Rail, such as 
A solution to traffic congestion, 
both in the area and on the 
Banfield Freeway. Parking, too. 
Fast, efficient transportation. 
Energy conservation and pollution-
free transportation. 
Modernizing to meet future needs. 
Pride in Portland and our community. 
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Area Analysis 
Theoretically, one would expect resistance to Light Rail would be 
heaviest along the alignment corridor-- a hypothesis which was borne out 
by support patterns on page 6. 
Concerns peculiar to this and other areas will be identified 
momenta r i 1 y. 
First, it should be pointed out that three concerns must be 
addressed in all areas. They are . . ................ . 
Cost of the project, 
Need, and 
Taxes. 
These are kindred concerns in that many charge the need does not 
justify the cost. This includes duplication of Tri-Met routes or the 
contention that present mass transit can satisfy demand. Cost is also tied 
to taxes. 
Looking at the areas individually, some of the relatively crucial 
concerns are 
Burnside Primary: 
Traffic congestion, 
Construction noise, dirt 
and disruptions, 
Loss of land and changes in 
configuration of property. 
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Burnside Secondary-Tertiary: 
Banfield: 
Gresham: 
Construction, 
Traffic rerouting, and 
Development of apartments and 
businesses in area. 
Traffic rerouting, and 
Construction. 
Extreme concern over higher 
taxes, and 
Property devaluation. 
While project costs is a common criticism of all areas, it is 
of special concern to the business sector, as is any upturn in taxes. 
Other concerns of business leaders are traffic rerouting, traffic 
congestion and parking. 
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Construction Concerns 
Prior findings have singled out 11construction11 as one of the 
chief concerns about the Banfield Light Rail Project. Taking the 
construction 11problem11 one step further, both business and residential 
respondents were asked to explain what specific effects, if any, this 
phase would have on them. 1/ 
Approximately half of business leaders and residents failed to 
conceive any i 11 effects or were 11 undeci ded. 11 
Residential Sector 
Burnside Primary 
Secondary-Tertiary 
Gresham 
Banfield . 
Business Sector 
No 
Effect 
35?6 
16%~ 
31% 
39% 
46% 
40% 
(Read across) 
Uncle-
ci ded (Sample) 
17% ( 39 7) 
14~ ( 1 31) 
22 ( 121) 
17 ( 77) 
15 ( 1 70) 
8 ( 53) 
As denoted by arrows (above), the most heavily impacted will, 
understandably, be households contiguous to the tracks, where construction 
will be concentrated. 
Business leaders who visualize effects point primarily to a 
reduction in traffic and, consequently, customer flow. 
l/ Question wording: 
Li gh t Ra i 1 a ffe c t 
spontaneously. 
11 1n what way, if any, will construction of the Banfield 
your (home) (business)? 11 All response was delivered 
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Business leaders were also asked a corollary question on what 
steps could be taken to lessen the construction impacts of Light Rail. 
1 i nes . 
Slightly over two-thirds offered advice, which followed these 
Work quickly to m1n1m1ze impact 
Do one section at a time 
Allow access through construction sites 
Do all or most of work at night 
Don 1 t build it-- it 1 s too big to 
tack 1 e 
Do it all at once 
Keep us informed- no surprises 
Keep it as clean as possible 
Use non-union people and pay decent wage 
Nothing can be done (2%) or undecided (32%) 
Total 
(Sample) 
On the other hand, the residential sector forsees 
Business Leaders 
21% ~ 30% 9 
23 
9 
9 
2 
2 
2 
2 
.2.L 
l 13% 
(53} 
noise, dust, 
dirt and traffic disruptions as the chief annoyances or adverse effects 
of construction. 
In addition, residents of the Primary Burnside area are apprehen-
sive over the property damage construction could cause. 
Following is a detailed accounting of construction concerns ..• 
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Perceived 
Effect on Home: 
No direct effect; no adverse 
effect on us . . 
Noisy, dirty, dusty; environ-
menta 1 damage . • . 
Tearing up streets; traffic 
rerouting; accessibility; dis-
rupt flow of traffic . . 
Damage to property; take off 
part of my yard; may tear down 
this apartment; change appear-
ance of our property 
Lower property values 
Raise property values 
Higher property taxes; taxes 
wi 11 rise . 
Eliminate traffic; less traffic; 
eliminate traffic on freeway 
Better transportation; convenience; 
don 1 t like to drive downtown 
Disruption of construction; 
inconvenience of time takes 
tobuild .. 
Safety factor; danger to 
children 
M is ce 1 1 a neo us 
Undecided 
Totals 
(Samples) 
= Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample. 
Total 
Res. 
35% 
18 
17 
7 
5 
2 
4 
4 
3 
2 
_17_ 
116~~ 
( 397) 
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Burn. 
Primary 
16% 
22 
35 
18 
4 
2 
6 
3 
6 
3 
2 
14 
132% 
( 1 31) 
Burn. 
Sec-Te r. 
31% 
8 
18 
4 
9 
4 
6 
4 
4 
2 
22 
113% 
( 121) 
Ban 
fld 
46% 
20 
13 
2 
3 
4 
2 
2 
15 
( 170) 
Gresham 
39% 
18 
17 
4 
8 
2 
6 
2 
114% 
( 77) 
Effect of Construction on Business 
It won't affect me; no appreciable effect; 
don't think it will change anything at all 
I will lose customers; we may 
lose some business; may cause me 
to s h u t down . . . . . . . . 
Construction disruption; people may avoid 
us during construction 
It will leave me no access; if they block 
off Burnside, customers won't be able to get here 
More traffic wi 11 create more business; it wi 11 
create more traffic on Stark .... 
Fewer cars; slow down traffic through here; Sandy 
will be used more; cut down traffic flow 
Decrease the value of my property 
Mi see 11 aneous 
Undecided .. 
Total 
Total 
Business 
40% 
23 
14 
13 
8 
7 
3 
8 
117% 
A direct question substantiated the belief that business would be 
harmed along the Light Rail route during construction. This was the consensus 
of both residential and business sectors, as shown below. 
Be 1 i eve business w i 11 be 
harmed during construction 
He 1 ped 
tleither or both 
Undecided .. 
Totals 
(Sa fllll es) 
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Business 
85% 
4 
5 
6 
1 00?~ 
(53) 
(Read down) 
Residential 
69% 
7 
16 
8 
100% 
( 397) 
This is the coincidental effect of construction. 
But, what about the after effect-- after construction has been 
completed and Light Rai 1 is in operation? 
The outlook ~much ~optomistic, with a plurality of business 
leaders and majority of residents contending Light Rail wi 11 act as a 
stimulus. 
To i 11 ustrate ......................... . 
Business Residential 
Contend Light Rail will 
~business when operating 
Harm 
GAIN DIFFERENTIAL 
Neither or both 
Undecided . 
Totals 
23 
+24% 
21 
_9_ 
100% 
54% 
14 
+40% 
22 
10 
100% 
Thus, the objectives appear to be ............... . 
- Hitigate concerns during construction and en-
courage residents to-continue their current 
shopping patterns, and 
2 -Emphasize the ultimate rewards of the Light 
Rail Project. 
Some copy or 11approach 11 clues are supplied by the ensuing two tables, 
which reflect reasons both sectors feel Light Rail will stimulate or improve 
trade once it is in operation. 
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Reasons Light Rail Will 
Help Business Along Its Route 
Accessibility to shopping areas; easy access 
to them; make them available; easier to get 
to a place than with car .••..•.•.• 
Bring more people into the area; more 
traffic going by here; more traffic on 
Stark; people concentrated along 
1 i nes • . . . . . . 
Shop at stations; people will look while 
waiting; new shops at loading stops; 
areas where stations are located will 
have shops; shopping at transfer points 
Passengers will be made aware of businesses 
along the route; business based on amount of 
traffic that passes its doors; more exposure; 
people conscious of aftermath of construction 
Business may develop along the route 
Qualified: If it stops everywhere; if 
it•s convenient to get off and shop and 
continue trip; if the plan is 
accurate 
Less congested traffic; more foot traffic; 
fewer cars on the road 
It will develop and enhance the whole 
area 
Cost; cheaper transportation. 
Faster; more frequent 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samples) 
= Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
-23-
Total 
Residential 
32% 
29 
19 
18 
7 
3 
2 
2 
2 
_3_ 
117% 
(214) 
Total 
Business 
8% 
68 
8 
24 
4 
4 
116% 
(25) 
Reasons Light Rail Will 
Harm Business Along Its Route 
No access to this area; cars unable to 
cross it; unable to get around Burnside; 
one-way streets; access will be 
disturbed . . . . ... 
Traffic will just move on by; it wi 11 
whisk people right on by; stations will be 
too far apart; they can 1 t stop like car 
drivers; nothing for business between 
both ends . . . . . . • . . . . 
Businesses near stations will be avoided 
by shoppers; a barrier to foot traffic; 
will be harder to get to certain businesses; 
will pass the businesses already there 
Torn up streets will prevent you getting 
there; roads will be closed during 
construction ..•.•..•. 
I will have fewer customers because there 
will be fewer cars 
Safety factor; children crossing 
the tracks . . • . . • 
People will shop downtown 
Property wi 11 be bought up 
Miscellaneous 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samp 1 es) 
= Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
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Total 
Residential 
42% 
30 
19 
5 
4 
4 
6 
_3 
114% 
(57) 
Total 
Business 
17% 
58 
8 
9 
8 
100% 
( 12) 
Overall Importance 
of Mass Transit 
In addition to the long range economic stimulus of Light Rai 1, 
there is the immediate transfusion of construction dollars through jobs, 
payrolls and purchases. 
The potential effectiveness of this theme is graphically illustrated 
below by the perceived importance of mass transit to our economy. 
(Read down) 
Importance of Mass 
Transit to Economy & Jobs: Residential Business 
Very important 49% 72%~ 
Somewhat important 31 22 
Total lt1PORTAIH 80% 94% 
Not too important .. 13 6 
Not important at all 5 
Total NOT IHPORTAtH 18% 6% 
Undecided •.. 2 
Totals 100% 100% 
(Samp 1 es) ( 397) (53) 
Even a majority of critics of the project (54%) emphasized the 
economic importance of mass transit. 
There was also good believability to the hypothesis that-- "Light 
Rail construction and operation will create new jobs and add millions to our 
economy . 11 
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TAXES 
Tax anxiety has the power to undermine support for Light Rail. 
This is documented in previous pages and is spotlighted by the suspicion 
that taxes will be raised for the specific purpose of funding Light Rail. 
This deduction is drawn from findings to the following ques.tion .. 
11 Do you think your taxes will, or will not, 
be increased, strictly to pay for Light Rail? 11 
Residential Business 
Yes - increased strictly 
to pay for L i gh t Ra i 1 72% 91% 
No - not increased 23 5 
Undecided . . . . 
_5_ 4 
Totals 100% 100% 
(Samples) ( 397) (53) 
Fear of higher taxes is pervasive, peaking among elderly residents 
who, it will be recalled, constitute the one group presently opposed to the 
project. 
This anxiety is compounded by the belief residents will be hit by 
higher property taxes, which are anathema to voters, as disclosed by the 
recent Tri-Met Community Assessment Study and confirmed by the following 
tables. 
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This question was asked of all those who feel taxes wi 11 be 
raised to defray costs of Light Rai 1 
·~hat taxes do you think will be increased--
income taxes, property taxes, or some other 
tax? (If Other) What tax? 11 
Res i dent i a 1 
Property tax 72% 
Income tax 27 
Business payroll. 3 
City tax 3 
Tri-Met . 2 
M is ce 11 aneous (Sales, gas, 
state, MSD) 6 
Undecided 4 
Totals 1/ 117% 
(Samples) ( 287) 
Business 
75% 
50 
8 
9 
6 
10 
2 
160% 
( 4 8) 
It is clear that both residents and businessmen, particularly the 
latter, expect new taxes will be required to pay for the project. 
1/ Results total more than 100%, since some feel more than one tax will 
be increased to fund Light Rai 1. 
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Expectation that the additional levy will be a property tax 
was made even clearer by results to the hypothesis that .... 
11 light Rail will increase your property taxes.•• 
On a scale of 1 to 5, with 5 meaning strong agreement and 4 lesser 
agreement, residential and business sector scores were 
Res ide n t i a 1 Strongly agree 
Agree ..... 
45% 
24 
69% 
Business Strongly agree 
Agree ..... 
Danger of this property tax supposition is reflected by the fact 
that the ••strongly agree•• in each sector disapproves of the Light Rail 
Project. Note below 
Strongly agree property taxes will be raised to pay 
for Banfield Light Rail 
44% of residents approve of Light Rail, 
49% disapprove, with 
7% 11 undecided. 11 
100% =Total (Sample size= 178) 
39% of business leaders approve of Light Rail, 
57% disapprove, with 
4% ••undecided. 11 
100% =Total (Sample size= 23} 
Taxes will always be a sensitive subject and are, invariably, related 
in the voter 1s mind, to funding of public projects. And, property taxes 
are probably the least palatable of taxes -- at least they were in the 
Tri-Met Community Assessment Study. 
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Consequently, Light Rail must exercise caution to prevent a tax 
11 infection 11 from developing, which will suppress support for the project. 
It is fortunate that the funds have been committed, which should 
help to allay suspicion that new taxes wil 1 be earmarked to finance Light 
Rai 1. 
The final table in this section points up the percentage of key 
groups which feels a tax hike will be necessary to fund Light Rail. 
(Read across) 
18- 24 years 
25 - 34 . • 
35 - 44 
45 - 54 
55 - 64 
65 and over 
Less than $10,000 income 
$10 - $14,999 
$15 - $24,999 . 
$25- $34,999 . 
$35,000 or over 
Banfield 
Burnside Pri rna ry .. 
Burnside Seconda ry-Te rt i ary 
Gresham 
Owners 
Renters 
Tr i -Met riders 
Non-riders 
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Tax Hike 
Necessary 
76% 
69 
69 
63 
79 
81 
70% 
74 
75 
72 
61 
69~~ 
79 
74 
79 
76% 
67 
70% 
73 
(Sample) 
( 41) 
( 12 3) 
( 51) 
( 57) 
( 52) 
( 73) 
( 69) 
( 73) 
( 120) 
( 64) 
( 51) 
( 1 70) 
( 1 31) 
( 1 21) 
( 77) 
(227) 
( 1 70) 
( 1 15) 
(282) 
TRI-MET 
This section assesses public awareness and approval of the role 
Tri-Met will play in management of the Light Rail Project, feasibility 
of transferring between the two systems, and comparison of ridership 
costs. 
To set the stage for evaluation of these data, Tri-Met riders 
were isolated from the remainder of the sample to discern their 
characteristics and ridership. 
1/ 
Using the Tri-Met definition of a rider, 29% met the qualification. 
This compares to 26% ridership reported in the Community Assessment Study 
for the entire service area. 
The average (median) number of rides reported during the past 
month was 10.9, as opposed to 11.4 found in the Community Assessment 
Study. 
Here are ridership counts for corridor segments and the business 
sector . . . . . . . . . (Read across) 
Med. Mo. 
Ridership Frequency 
Banfield 36~~ 10.0 
Gresham . 30 11.5 
Burnside Primary 29 12.0 
Burnside Secondary-Tertiary 23 16.2 
Business sector 15 2/ 
1/ Made two trips during the past month and either paid fares or used pass 
to ride bus. These are riders 18 years-of age and older, since the sample 
consisted of adults only. 
2/ Too few to compute. 
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Now, a brief profile of riders and non-riders .... (Read down) 
Riders Non-Riders 
Average (median) age 40.7 42. l 
Average (median) income $17,292 $19,290 
Owners 48% 61% 
Renters 52 39 
100% 100% 
(Samples) . . ( ll 5) ( 282) 
Although riders tend to be younger, they have a bi-modal distribution 
at age extremities. That is, 39% of those in the 18- 24 age bracket are 
riders, as are 33% in the 65 or older group. Ridership between these 
extremities ranges between 23% and 28 percent. 
Riders are slightly more supportive of Light Rail and more aware of 
the ability to transfer between the two systems, which implies they are 
likely to be 11 i nterchange 11 customers. 
Attitudes of the two groups toward Light Rail are traced below 
(Read down} 
Riders Non-Riders 
Approve of Light Rail 66% 62% 
Disapprove 24 32 
Undecided 10 6 
Totals 100% 100% 
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Tri-Met Management 
Awareness that Tri-Met wi 11 manage the Light Rai 1 Project is 
confined to slightly less than half the corridor public. Business is 
somewhat better apprised, but over four in ten are sti 11 misinformed or 
uninformed. 
Acceptance of Tri-Met management, based on knowledge of its role, 
revealed majority approval by about a five-to-three margin among residents 
and five-to-four among business leaders. 
Rationale for favoring Tri-Met management revolve around experience 
with mass transit and ~job performance. 
Reasons for opposing management by Tri-Met are predicated primarily 
on a mediocre job of running the bus system, money management, and a mass 
transit monopoly which means excessive power. 
As intimated above, job performance is an ambivalent aspect of Tri-
Met management. But, fiscal expertise seems to be more of a unique 11 complaint, 11 
since it surfaced both in the Light Rail and Community Assessment studies. 
While this is not an uncommon criticism of public or quasi-public 
bodies, Tri-Met should be cognizant that it has a substantial number of 
money management critics. 
These conclusions are corroborated by the succeeding statistical 
tables. 
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Awareness Question: 
11 Do you happen to know who will be responsible for managing 
the Ban f i e 1 d Li gh t Ra i 1 P ro j e c t? 11 
Resident i a 1 Business 
Named Tri-Met 
Another entity (City, 
MS D, etc.) 
Undecided 
Totals 
Acceptance Question: 
47% 57% 
7 5 
46 ~ 
100% 100% 
11 (As you know) (Actually), Tri-Met is bui 1 ding and wi 11 
operate the Light Rail system. Do you approve or 
disapprove . . • • • ?11 
Approve Tri-Met management 55% 51% 
Dis approve 32 41 
Undecided 
_1_3_ 8 
Totals 100% 100% 
Awareness & Acceptance Tabulated by Area 
Burn. Burn. Ban-
Primary Sec-Ter. fld 
Aware Tri -Met wi 11 
mana~e 44% 39~~ 48% 
-:.': i"; -;': -;': -;': -;': 
Approve Tri-Met mgt 56% 53% 62% 
Disapprove 36 35 26 
Undecided 8 12 12 
Totals 100% 100% 100% 
(Samp 1 es) ( 131) ( 121) ( 170) 
-38-
Gresham 
75~~ 
36%~ 
30 
_l!2_~ 
100% 
(77) 
Referring to the previous page, note that awareness of Tri-Met 
management of Light Rail in Gresham is unusually high (75%), but that 
acceptance is abnormally low. Much of this is due to indecision, since 
a third (34%) fail to acknowledge acceptance or rejection of Tri-Met 
management. 
Approval of Tri-Met management of Light Rail is highest among ... 
Young(er) adults (18- 34), 
College graduates, 
Residents of the Banfield sector, 
Tri-Met riders, and 
Renters. 
As might be expected, there is a sharp correlation between approval 
of Light Rail and endorsement of Tri-Met management. 
70% of Light Rail proponents approve 
of Tri-Met management, while 
55% of Light Rail opponents disapprove 
of Tri-Met management of the 
project. 
Results also show a close relationship between acceptance of Tri-Met 
management and effectiveness of the project 1 s informational program. 
The next two pages contain a condensation of reasons for approval 
or disapproval of Tri-Met management, all of which were voluntary. 
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Reasons For Approving of Light 
Rai 1 Being Operated by Tri-Met 
They•re experienced; they are handling 
our transportation now; they know the 
business; they know the most about 
mass transit; they are the best for 
the job; the only ones that could 
handle it . . . . . . . . • • . • 
Tri-Met is doing a good job now; they are 
doing a good job with the buses; one of 
the best in the country; they are adequate; 
I always thought Tri-Met was doing a 
good job . . . . . . . . . .... 
We don 1 t need another bureau; it 1 s more 
effective to have one body handle it; 
they are more effective than any 
government agency; believe in free 
enterprise; keep public transportation 
under one roof ...••.•... 
They designed it; they should operate it; 
who else would be responsible •... 
Fares; fares will go down; would like 
to see costs go down ....• 
Negative answer; just hope they do 
a better job than with the buses 
Qua 1 i fi ed; I f they keep the buses running 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samp 1 es} 
= Less than 0.5% 
or none in sample 
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Total 
Residential 
49% 
34 
1 1 
2 
6 
104% 
(220) 
Total 
Business 
59% 
74 
4 
137% 
(27) 
Reasons For Disapproving of 
Light Rail Being Operated by Tri-Met 
They're not doing a good job with the 
buses; they have a poor track record; 
bus system is poorly run; service is 
poor; not happy with Tri-Met at all •.•. 
Poor money managers; spend too much money; 
overpaid employees; they waste money; 
Tri-Met has been losing money for years 
They are too big; they have too much 
power now; they'll have a monopoly on 
transportation; should have some 
competition; getting too powerful .. 
They will just raise the bus fare; their 
prices are too high; their fares are 
higher than anywhere in the nation 
It will increase taxes; taxes are too high 
now; they have been given the power to tax 
us; can add taxes without approval of 
people; can raise business tax 
They are not business-like; don't run it 
like a business; don't have business 
heads . . . . . . . . • • . 
Prefer government control; should be 
publicly owned; I would like to see the 
state or government take control of it 
It's not well-planned ...••.• 
Tri-Met drivers; drivers pin you in between 
poles; they feel they own the road 
Poor safety record 
Miscellaneous 
Undecided • 
Totals 
(Samp 1 es} 
= Less than 0.5% or 
none in sample 
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Total 
Residential 
42% 
31 
17 
12 
8 
7 
6 
2 
6 
2 
135% 
( 124) 
Total 
Business 
32% 
59 
54 
14 
9 
168% 
(22) 
Bus vs. Light Rai 1 Costs 
A majority of residents, particularly Tri-Met patrons, hold the 
misconception that Light Rail wil 1 be more expensive to ride than the bus. 
This impression is most prevalent in Gresham, as will be demonstrated after 
examining overall perceptions below. (Read down) 
Tot a 1 T r i -Met 
Residents Riders 
Maintain it wi 11 cost more 
to ride Light Rai 1 than bus 58% 63% 
Less . . . . . . . . 7 5 
Differentia 1 . . . . . . . . . -51% -58% 
About the same 27 27 
Undecided . . 8 _5_ 
Totals 100% 100% 
Now, the a rea breakdowns (Read across) 
Cost Differ-
More Less ential 
Gresham . . . . 79% 5 -74% 
Burnside Primary 62% 7 -55% 
Burnside Secondary-Tertiary 55% 10 -45% 
Banfield . . . . . . . 53% 6 -47% 
While fare education is needed in all areas, some emphasis in Gresham 
might serve to crystallize attitudes in favor of Tri-Met management. 
(See page 38) 
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Transfers 
Over three out of every four residents (76%) believe riders wi 11 
be able to transfer between buses and Light Rail. But, they could be 
more confident that transferring will be a simple, easy procedure. 
The results to two questions on ability to transfer and ease of 
effecting it are integrated below. 
Aware of ability to transfer 
be tween bus and Light Ra i 1 
Be 1 i eve i t w i 1 1 be : 
Very easy . 
Somewhat easy 
Not too easy 
Undecided .• 
Totals 
(Samples) 
Total 
Residents 
76% 
/ 
27% 
34 
10 
_5 
76% 
. ( 39 7) 
(Read down) 
T ri -Met 
Riders 
80% 
~ 
28% 
37 
11 
4 
80% 
( 115) 
Incidentally, virtually the entire business sector (89%) is aware 
of the transfer privilege between the two systems. 
Looking at the residential sector, the ••very easy•• response ranged 
from 25% in the secondary-tertiary area of Burnside to 43% in Gresham. 
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COMMUNICATIONS 
It is axiomatic that communications are essential to the success 
of a program like Light Rail which will impact thousands of local residents 
and business establishments. 
Consequently a battery of questions was devoted to identifying 
channels of communication which would be the most effective in reaching 
the most people along the alignment corridor. 
Before relating results, let 1 s look at findings from a benchmark 
question which rates perceptions of the job performance of Light Rai 1 in 
keeping its publics informed about the project. 
The question was phrased as follows .. 
11\Jhat kind of a job do you feel the Banfield Light 
Rail people are doing in keeping you informed 
about its operations and plans ... ? 11 (See 
scale on following page) 
The project is, of course, in its infancy and communications wil 1 
be accelerated once construction commences. 
Nonetheless, both residential and business sectors are more critical 
than complimentary of the initial informational efforts of the Banfield 
Light Rai 1. 
The performance scale will be found on page 44, after which cross-
breakdowns are made to accentuate the importance of your communications 
program. 
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Please read vertically 
Ratin51 of Information Efforts: Residential Business 
Very good 11% 2% 
Good 30 36 
Total POSITIVE . . . . . . . . 41% 38% 
Not very good 34 49 
Poor . . . 21 7 
Total NEGATIVE . . . . . . . . 55~6 56% 
Undecided . . 4 6 
Totals 1 00?6 100% 
(Samp 1 es) (397) (53) 
\-/hi lethe composite (positive & negative) figures are only a few 
points apart, the concentration of the residential response toward the 
11poor11 pole warrants attention and action. The area where this occurs 
most frequently is Burnside (28% poor in 11 primary, 11 24% poor in 11secondary-
t e r t i a ry 11 ) • 
However, considering the collective categories only, there are 
more critics in Gresham than other areas, as noted next. (Read across) 
Unde-
Positive Ne51ative cided 
Gresham . . 35% 62 3 
Burnside Primary 40% 56 4 
Banfield . . . 42% 52 6 
Burnside Secondary-Teritary 43% 54 3 
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The need for keeping publics posted is accentuated by the variance 
in views toward Light Rail and its management by Tri-Met between those who 
feel they are being kept informed, or uninformed, about the project. 
Acceptance on both counts is about 13 points higher among those 
who evaluate the communications efforts of Light Rail as 11 good. 11 
(Read down) 
Approve of Light Rai 1 •••••••• 
Approve of Tr i -Met 
management of Light Rail 
Rate Communications of 
Light Ra i 1 as: 
Good Not Good 
70% 58% 
64% 50% 
Or, taking those who evaluate the communications of Light Rai 1 as 
11 poor, 11 only 44% approve of the project and 36% of its management by Tri-
Met. 
Channels of 
Communi cation 
Construction will be the most visible phase of the project for some 
time and will not be a pleasant prospect to many residents, as evidenced by 
perceived effects on the household (see page 25). 
Consequently, communications on this score are vital to neutralize 
concerns and prevent them from proliferating. 
To insure maximal effectiveness, the channels used must match media 
exposure patterns or appeal to the audience as a means of obtaining information 
about the project. 
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Thus, the following questions .................. . 
11 1 f you wanted to get some information about con-
struction activities in your area, which one of 
these (see below) would be the most reliable 
source of information? 11 
11And, which would you consider your least reliable 
source of i nformat ion? 11 
Results emphasize the need for two-way communications -- both from 
and to the Banfield Light Rail. The ensuing statistics suggest that one 
of the first steps should be a letter from Light Rail explaining the 
construction phase and informing both business and residential sectors 
that a hotline has been established, which they are encouraged to use to 
fulfill informational needs. 
Findings in full are presented next. In evaluating these data, 
it should be pointed out that there must be 11winners 11 and 11 losers 11 in a 
case such as this, since only one reply is requested. 
The purpose of this approach is to rank-order the potential effective-
ness of each channel or medium, but does not preclude a media mix. 
Both 11most 11 and 11 least 11 effective scores are presented for residents 
and business leaders with a 11differential 11 column to the right, in which a 
plus symbol indicates a positive source and a minus sign a negative source, 
based on this method of evaluation. 
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I ·l.. 
(Read across) 
Communication Channels 
or Methods 
Letter from Banfield Light Rail 
News paper not i ce s . . 
Telephoning the project office 
Telephone hotline to Banfield 
Light Ra i 1 
TV announcerrent 
City of Portland 
Flyers at your doorstep 
Letter from Tri-Met 
Radio announcements 
Displays at shopping centers 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samples) 
=Less than 0.5% or none in sample. 
RES I DENT I AL 
Most 
Reali able 
19% 
16% 
14% 
13% 
9% 
7% 
6% 
6% 
4% 
2% 
4% 
100% 
(397) 
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Differ-
Leas t en t i a 1 
4 
6 
11 
4 
7 
13 
11 
7 
10 
22 
5 
100% 
+15 
+10 
+ 3 
+ 9 
+ 2 
- 6 
- 5 
- 1 
- 6 
-20 
. 
BUSINESS 
Most 
Re 1 i ab 1 e 
32% 
6% 
37% 
4% 
2% 
15% 
2% 
2% 
100% 
(53) 
Differ-
Least entia1 
+32 
2 + 4 
2 +35 
+ 4 
24 -24 
2 
2 +13 
30 -28 
34 -34 
4% 
100% 
Whenever the differential is negative or nearly equals the positive 
score, this signifies a "controversial" medium or channel. Note, for example, 
that "letter from Light Rail" scores much higher than "letter from Tri-Met." 
This means that "Light Rail 11 is, semantically, more appealing than "Tri-Met," 
or that "Tri-Met" carries a more controversial image. 
The next chart contains the same type of information, for the various 
residential areas, except that it has been synthesized by presentation of 
differentials only. 
Means or Medium and Area: 
LETTER FRO/~ LIGHT RAIL 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham . 
NEWSPAPER NOTICES 
Burns i de P r i rna ry 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham .. 
TELEPHONING PROJECT OFFICE 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham . 
TELEPHONE HOTLINE TO BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham ..... 
(Continued) 
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Residential 
Differential 
+16% 
+17% 
+12?6 
+10% 
+ 3% 
+ 4% 
+ 165~ 
+17% 
+ 4% 
+ 7% 
+ 4% 
6% 
+ 9~~ 
+ 8% 
+ 6% 
+11% 
(Read across) 
Rank 
Order 
#1 
1 
2 
4 
6 
4 
1 
1 
4 
3 
4 
8 
3 
2 
3 
2 
Means or Medium and Area: 
TV ANNOUNCEMENT 
B urns i de P r i rna ry 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham . 
CITY OF PORTLAND 
FLYERS 
LETTER 
RADI 0 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Te r. 
Banfield 
Gresham . . . 
AT YOUR DOORSTEP 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Te r. 
Banfield 
Gresham . . 
FROM TRI -MET 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham . 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham ..... 
DISPLAYS AT SHOPPING CENTERS 
Burnside Primary 
Burnside Sec-Ter. 
Banfield 
Gresham ..... 
Residential 
Differential 
+ 11 ?6 
+ 3% 
- 2% 
+ 5% 
- 7% 
- 5% 
- 4% 
- 9% 
-1 0?6 
- 3% 
- 8% 
+11% 
+ 4% 
-
20' to 
-
40' to 
+ 7% 
-1 0?~ 
- 6% 
- 2% 
- 5% 
-24% 
-19?6 
-18% 
-43% 
Rank 
Order 
#2 
5 
5 
6 
7 
8 
7 
9 
8 
7 
9 
3 
5 
6 
8 
5 
9 
9 
6 
7 
10 
10 
10 
10 
The study also solicited suggestions on ways and means the "Banfield 
Light Rai 1 people" could keep residents informed on construction activities and 
traffic re-routings. As attested by the next table, mail from Banfield Light 
Rail again led the list. 
-so-
Methods Of Keeping Residents 
Informed On Construction Activities 
Letters; newsletters; by mail . 
Newspaper; maps in the papers; 
monthly outlook ..... . 
TV; Town Hall; news programs weekly 
Radio; radio traffic reports; 
hourly advisors . . 
Flyers at the door 
The media; news coverage 
They are already doing it; they are 
sending out letters; they are already 
using the media, and it 1 s working •. 
Public meetings; community hearings; 
lectures; weekend meetings ..... 
Signs; notices posted on phone poles; 
signs where buses stop; displays 
Personal contact; door-to-door contact; 
hand out information on buses 
Telephone; a hot line number 
They are deliberately keeping us uninformed; 
don 1 t want us to know what 1s going on •... 
Information is there for the people 
who want it 
Mi s cell aneous 
Undecided . 
Totals 
(Samples) 
- = Less than 0.5% or 
none i n sample 
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Total 
Residential 
33% 
20 
18 
15 
ll 
8 
6 
5 
3 
3 
2 
]I~ 
140~~ 
(39 7) 
Total 
Business 
23% 
9 
25 
17 
ll 
2 
7 
8 
26 
2 
6 
136% 
(53) 
Exposure to the major media was also studied to permit tailoring 
of communication processes. Results are self-explanatory, but it should 
be stressed that these are not audience ratings, although they do reflect 
residential exposure habits. 
Radio Station Would Listen 
to for Light Rail Information: 
KGW . 
KEX 
KYXI 
KXL . 
Kl NK 
KGON 
KUPL 
KB 101 
KWJJ 
KRDR 
KCNR 
KMJK 
KBOO 
All others 
Undecided or none 
Newspaper Would Read for 
Light Rai 1 Information: 
Oregonian .. 
Journal 
Gresham Outlook 
Wi 11 amette News 
All others 
Undecided or none 
TV Station Would Watch 
for Light Rail Information: 
Channel 6 - KOIN 
Channel 2 - KATU 
Channe 1 8 - KGW . 
Channel 12- KPTV 
Channel 10 - KOAP 
Undecided or none 
Totals 
Total 
Res. 
1n 
11 
8 
7 
5 
5 
5 
3 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
9 
23 
100% 
69% 
18 
5 
1 
1 
6 
100% 
39% 
28 
15 
4 
l 
_1_3_ 
100% 
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Burn. 
Primary 
13% 
8 
7 
6 
3 
5 
5 
9 
4 
2 
1 
2 
12 
23 
100% 
69% 
21 
l 
1 
8 
100% 
37% 
29 
21 
3 
10 
100% 
(Read down) 
Burn. 
Sec-Ter. Ban. 
10% 13% 
11 13 
3 12 
7 7 
5 7 
5 3 
4 3 
4 2 
3 2 
4 1 
2 2 
1 4 
10 9 
31 22 
100% 100% 
66% 
23 
3 
8 
100% 
37% 
33 
13 
5 
12 
100% 
77% 
15 
1 
2 
5 
100% 
41% 
21 
16 
4 
3 
15 
100% 
Gresham 
5% 
8 
5 
7 
5 
8 
14 
1 
4 
29 
9 
5 
100% 
40% 
12 
45 
2 
35% 
46 
16 
2 
100% 
TEST HYPOTHESES 
Based on the preliminary focus session, questionnaire pretest 
and discussion with Light Rai 1 principals, a series of pro and con 
hypotheses were developed for quantitative testing. 
Objective of this approach was to determine which themes carry 
the most credibility, to supply Light Rail with ammunition for promoting 
the project, as well as to identify the severity of negative arguments 
which must be coped with. 
The procedure was to pose the hypothesis, then ask the respondent 
to rate it along a five point scale, with 11 511 the highest or most 
favorable score, and 11 111 the lowest or most critical rating, with 4, 3 
and 2 in between. 
For ease of analysis, ratings have been converted into a single 
score, representing the mean average for each hypothesis. 
In~ instances, the higher the score, the more that hypothesis 
corresponds~ the well-being of the Light Rail Project. To illustrate: 
The highest possible score is 50.0. On a positive plane, the higher the 
score, the more credible the argument in advancing the cause of Light 
Rai 1. 
Or, take a negative hypothesis. Again, the higher the score, the 
least damaging the theme. Conversely, a low(er) score represents a 
11weakness 11 or accusation that Light Rail must be prepared to answer. 
First, a summary of the positive hypotheses ... 
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Positive Themes 
11 Light Rail \Jill Conserve Energy 
and is Non-Polluting 11 
Rank-order 
11 Li gh t Ra i 1 I s A Q u i e t an d 
Confortable ~lay To Travel 11 
Rank-order 
11 Li gh t Ra i 1 W i 1 1 Re 1 i eve T r a f f i c 
On Banfield Freeway 11 
Rank-order 
11 Light Rail Is Fast & Efficient Hay 
To Meet Transportation Needs 11 
Rank-order 
11 Light Rail Will Mean New/Improved 
Curbs, Streets & Lighting 11 
Rank-order 
11 Construction & Operation Hill Create 
Jobs & Add Mi 11 ions To Economy 11 
Rank-order 
11 Light Rail Will Revitalize Business 
Along Its Route 11 
Rank-order 
11 Light Rail Will Increase Property Values 11 
Rank-order 
11 L i gh t Ra i 1 Is Least Expens i ve Way 
To Meet Need For Transportation 11 
Rank-order 
11 L i gh t Ra i 1 W i 11 Imp rove Vis ua 1 & 
Living Environment in Area 11 
Rank-order 
11 Light Rail Will Pay For Itself 
Out of Fares 11 ••• 
Rank-order 
-54-
Residential Business 
39.9 35.5 
4 
38.2 34.2 
2 8 
37.0 37.2 
3 
34.9 36.1 
4 2 
33.1 35.6 
5 3 
33.0 35.3 
6 5 
32.6 35.1 
7 6 
29.2 31.7 
8 9 
29.2 31.3 
9 10 
27.2 34.5 
10 7 
22.7 20.9 
11 11 
It should be reiterated that the higher the score, the more 
credible the theme. The first seven hypotheses elicit relatively high 
believability, recommending their use in applicable situations. 
But, low believability scores for the last four themes 
Light Rai 1 will increase property values, 
Is the least expensive way to meet trans-
portation needs, 
Will improve visual and living environment, 
and 
Pay for i tse 1 f out of fares 
indicates that Light Rail would not be getting good mileage for its money 
and could, possibly, even injure its image by utilizing them. 
Response patterns to the negative themes are presented next. 
Remembering that the higher the score, the more favorable the finding, 
the first theme on safety does not appear damaging unless, of course, 
accidents occur during construction and operation. 
The remaining three, however, particularly reference to operating 
costs of Tri-Met (which is already a sore subject), have the potential 
power to tarnish the image of the Light Rail Project. 
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Negative Themes 
11 Light Rail \.Jill Create Safety 
Hazards For Pedestrians & Drivers 
11Construction Will Disrupt 
Neighborhoods & Lives Of 
People Along Route 11 ••• 
11 Light Rail \.Jill Increase 
Property Taxes 11 ••••• 
11 Li ght Rai 1 Hi 11 Increase 
Operating Costs Of Tri-Met 11 
Area Patterns 
Residential Business 
31.5 26.9 
23.3 20.4 
20.0 16.4 
18.8 15.5 
The concluding chart presents findings for the 11 hypotheses by 
residential areas. At the risk of being repetitive, it should be remembered 
that the top possible score is 50.0 --and that the higher the score the 
more credible the statement and the more favorable the finding, so far as 
Light Rail is concerned. 
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(Read down - compare across - mean averages rounded to 
nearest percent) 
Burn. Burn. 
Positive Hypotheses (abbreviated) Primary Sec-Te r. 
Conserve energy- is non-polluting 39% 38% 
Quiet, comfortable way to travel 39 38 
Relieve traffic on Banfield 35 35 
Fast and efficient 35 35 
New & improved, curbs, streets 38~ 36 
Jobs and economic stimulus 33 30 
Revitalize business along route 31 32 
Increase property values 31 29 
Least expensive transportation 29 29 
Improve living environment 26 27 
. 
Pay for i tse 1 f out of fa res 26 22 
Average Mean Scores 33?b 32% 
Negative Hypotheses 
Safety hazards 29% 29~~ 
Construction disruption 22 k::" 24 
Increase property taxes 18 19 
Increase operating costs 
of Tri-Met ....• 20 19 
Average Mean Scores 2n 23% 
Ban. Gresham 
43% 36% 
40 35 
40 36 
35 33 
29 31 
35 36 
34 33 
30 23 
29 32 
29 22 
24 19 
33% 31% 
35% 32% 
25 1 7 
22 17 
19 1 7 
25% 21% 
The arrows point to an interesting contrast. \~hile residents of the 
Primary Burnside area recognize they will be confronted with construction 
problems and annoyances, they also realize they wi 11 be rewarded with improved 
curbs, streets and lighting. 
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RESPONDENT COMMENTS 
These comments are intended as statistical 
11 seasoning11 and should not be used in lieu 
of quantitative measurements contained in 
the report. 
REASONS FOR APPROVING OF THE BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL 
(Keyed by sex, age and occupation) 
We've got to have cheaper transportation. It will be safer than buses. 
This type of transportation doesn't deal with all kinds of crazy drivers 
going in all different directions. The Light Rail stations will be warm, 
and you won't have to stand in the rain waiting for a bus. Light Rail 
is just the start of a system which can be expanded. (Male, 45 - 54, 
Custodian) 
I think it's needed. I'd rather have it on the east side than the west 
side. A lot of people don't have cars and they need to have a way to get 
around. I think it will be a good thing for the elderly people. (Female, 
55 - 64, Bookkeeper) 
I think the city really needs it out here. When I took the bus, they were 
so full you had to stand up a 11 the way to town. It w i 11 take the pressure 
off the buses and make the people more comfortable too. Burnside needs lights 
on the street at nights-- good for safety because it is so dark, lots of 
accidents happen now. I saw the set-up and how it is going to look and I 
really 1 ike it. (Male, 25- 34, Welder) 
think there is a real need for public transportation and it will serve 
a real need in the Metro area. It might also improve the air quality. 
I envision quite a few stops in more heavily populated areas. This is 
a great idea. (Male, 25- 34, Teacher) 
My whole background has been in city planning. It is a very practical 
approach. It is better than having to drive in on the freeway all the 
time. Also, it will help the economy locally by providing jobs. (Male, 
25- 34, City Planner) 
A lot of people that live in Gresham or work there can use it to commute. 
That will cut down on traffic and be quicker. Anything that might help 
the traffic on the Banfield would be great. (Male, 25- 34, Keypunch 
Operator} 
I think it will be a good idea. Less traffic with more people moving in 
"a thing•• instead of a bunch of cars. Better for the economy in lots of 
ways-- use less gas, less fumes. (Female, 45- 54, Bookkeeper) 
Theoretically, I think it will improve the air quality. There will be fewer 
traffic fatalities-- it is safer. People will come into downtown Portland 
more often for shopping and recreation. Implications for economic development. 
Cheaper movement of people to more diversified market. (Female, 35 - 44, 
Education Administrator) 
I am in favor of it. Street cars are dependable and pollution free. 
think the systemwould be very good for the city. It is something that 
is needed on this side of the city. (Male, 65 or over, Retired) 
C-2 
REASONS FOR APPROVING OF THE BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL 
(Keyed by sex, age and occupation) 
A fast, economical way of mass transit. We need something that can transport 
the public faster and safer than Tri-Met buses. (Female, 45- 54, Housewife) 
A faster, economical way to get to Portland than using Tri-Met. The Light 
Rail will be run on electricity and that has to be cheaper than the amount 
of money spent by Tri-Met for gas to run the buses. It wi 11 also increase 
rrrt property value. Male, 18- 24, Construction Worker) 
I feel it is something that was needed a long time ago. I think it is a 
step in the right direction as far as transportation is concerned. It will 
save gas and relieve traffic congestion on major roads in the area, especially 
the Banfield Freeway. (t1ale, 55- 64, Optometrist) 
I think it will take the burden off the Banfield Freeway, one of Portland 1 s 
biggest problems. Every other large city has some alternative form of 
transportation; Portland doesn 1 t. I think it is a great idea. (Female, 
25 - 34, Hairdresser) 
I think it is an economical system that will be good for the future. 
I think the people will use it. It is a good idea, and something that 
is needed in this area. (Hale, 18- 24, Cook) 
I favor the idea and think it will be used heavily when gas is $2.00 per 
gallon. It will be fast, clean transportation. It will relieve the 
traffic on the Banfield freeway. I just think it is a well-planned system. 
(Male, 25 - 34, Student) 
It will be nice for getting back and forth from town. Less traffic congestion. 
Will make it easier to get around during bad weather. More convenient than 
buses. I think it will run more frequently. (Male, 25- 34, Cook) 
I am in favor of the Light Rail. We have to rely more on mass transit. 
The car is the 11 root of all evi1. 11 It will relieve pollution pressure, 
along with traffic pressure. (Female, 35 - 44, College Professor) 
It would be very convenient for the suburban residents who work downto.-~n. 
Anything that is going to lighten the traffic on the Banfield Freeway is 
good. It will also help the parking problems we have downtown. (Female, 
18- 24, Student) 
I think it would be great. It would cut do.-~n on the overcrowding freeways. 
It is quite an advantage over the buses. I think it wi 11 help people in 
this area. Would make less traffic on the streets and on the freeway. 
(Female, 65 or over, Retired) 
It should help people economically because of the price of gasoline. It 
will stimulate gro.-~th in Gresham. It will bring Gresham closer to the 
Metro area. (Female, 35 - 44, Secretary) 
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REASONS FOR DISAPPROVING OF THE BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL PROJECT 
(Keyed by sex, age and occupation) 
It's noisy, expensive and won't serve enough people. And, it will make 
a mess during the construction. (Male, 25 - 34, House Painter) 
For the amount this project will cost, I feel it is going to be one 
huge white elephant. (Male, 25 - 34, Truck Driver) 
I can think of better things to do with the money. I do not think this 
system will pay off. We will have to pay for this through our taxes. 
(Female, 55- 64, Retired) 
There's no way it will help us. I don't believe them when they say we 
won't get bills for sidewalks, lights, etc. I won't be able to get on 
it. A disabled person still has to go to the nearest station and that's 
too far for me to walk. (Female, 45 - 64, Disabled Nurse's Aide) 
It's a horrendous waste of the taxpayers• money. They could have used 
trackless trolleys to as much advantage. There isn't the ridership out 
here to have it be worth anything. I think the percentage of people 
out here who work downtown is very low. (Female, 65 or over, Retired 
Secretary) 
lt 1 s extremely expensive for what they're going to get out of it. 
have my doubts as to whether they're going to generate the business 
that they want. There are corridors that could have been better used, 
like Powell. I think they have a pretty good system now that would 
handle the problem for quite a few years. (Female, 35 - 44, Credit 
Clerk) 
It's absolutely the pits. I think it 1 s the most as1n1ne, stupid thing 
they have ever come up with. Why ruin a perfectly good street and not 
let people come and go as they want. Right here, for example, I 1 m 
going to have to go way out of my way and burn more gas. They could 
have put it up above where it wouldn't bother anybody and it would allow 
them to go twice as fast and I don't think it would cost anymore. What 
I 1m wondering is how much it's going to cost the individual who lives 
on Burnside. (Female, 55- 64, Retired Assembler) 
It's going to cut into my yard and the enlarged road will be awfully 
near the house. It's going to cause an inconvenience for parking. We 
won't be able to turn out of the driveway. It will cause noise pollu-
tion and will be out-dated by the time it's finished. It's an unjust-
ified use of electricity in this time of energy shortage. (Female, 25 -
34, Housewife) 
It's a waste of valuable resources. With the declining population, they 
don't need it right now and probably won't for many years. I understand 
it is to be run by Transit District, ordering from foreign companies, 
like the articulated buses. American companies are well able to supply 
equipment. The route they chose has strictly to do with the economic 
system. They specifically chose a route that would disrupt the lower 
income and transient population. (Male, 25 - 34, Technician) 
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REASONS FOR DISAPPROVING OF THE BANFIELD LIGHT RAIL PROJECT 
(Keyed by sex, age and occupation) 
It is not a good use of money. Government force and Tri-Met are too 
big. City council is powerless against them. People will always use 
their cars. It is not very well planned. This project is going 
through because of the federal government. There are a lot better ways 
to spend money. (Female, 55 - 64, Owner of Toy Store) 
lt~s too costly to the taxpayers for the amount of people that will use 
it. My main reason is Tri-Met. It should be a private concern building 
this thing. You've got five people on the city council telling three 
counties what they ought to do is what it amounts to. (Male, 35- 44, 
Fence Builder) 
It will not take the traffic off the freeway. It's too much expense 
for the good it would do. (Male, 65 or over, Retired Building Maintenance} 
I think they're spending too much money. 
it. They're too married to their cars. 
Service) 
I don't think people will use 
(Male, 65 or over, Retired Tree 
It wouldn't do me one bit of good. I wouldn't be using it. It couldn't 
take me anywhere I would want to go. Having to pay for the thing would 
be enough to crock anybody. I won't live long enough to get my money 
back in savings even if I did use it. (Male, 45- 54, Truck Driver} 
I think it's a waste of our money. It's not feasible. They should use 
the already existing tracks on Powell which go all the way through to 
Gresham. (Female, 25- 34, Computer Analyst) 
It's a stupid money-wasting project for a bunch of people downtown. 
All they're doing is putting it in their pockets. The cost of ridership 
is going to be a factor. However that depends on fuel shortages and 
what kind of vehicles we have in the future. (Male, 65 or over, Retired 
Business Owner) 
It's another money losing project to be run by Tri-Met. The public 
doesn't support Tri-Met,so I doubt they will support this. (Female, 
45 - 54, Botique Owner) 
I feel our bus situation is sufficient right now. Also, I'm against 
ra i 1 s. It's something of the past. I think we can have something 
better than rails to ride public transportation on. A lot of money 
will be spent that could be spent on a better transportation system 
in Portland. (Male, 55 - 64, Maintenance Mechanic) 
It's a political mess that should never be there. It's a way of forcing 
us to go downtown to shop. We don't need to go downtown; we have every-
thing we need out here. They're going to have to have buses to get to 
it, which is ridiculous. It won't work. They're spending tax money for 
the wrong thing. (Fema 1 e, 45 - 54, Housewife) 
C-5 
-- F THE STATISTICS 
The remainder of the report contains the complete 
statistical abstract of findings in the form of 
reduced computer sheets. 
All results should be read horizontally. 
At the top of each table is a number and a brief 
description of its contents. The number is for 
ready reference to the questionnaire (appended), 
should the reader wish to review the full question 
wording. 
~ ATTITUUE5 TOAWARU fH~ BANFIELD LIGHT HAlL PHOJECT 
NE.UfRAL UN DE. 
PDSITIVt:: NE.GA Tl VE HlllE.O CIDEO TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL Rt::SIUENTIAL 4& 34 !I 10 100 (397) 
I'IALE 48 3b d !I 100 (201) 
FE HALE. 47 33 ~ II 100 (196) 
!!1-.!4 YEARS 51 17 I~ 20 100 ( 41) 
c~-34 58 27 !I 7 100 ( 123) 
j~-44 47 33 12 !I 100 ( 51) 
45-~4 ~I 21! ., 14 !00 ( 57) 
~5-b4 4~ 4~ 9 4 100 ( 52) 
b5 OH OVER 30 54 s II 100 ( 73) 
COLLEGE CUMPLE. H: bO 25 9 6 100 ( 97) 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 4b 3b !0 8 100 ( 119) 
HIGH SCHOOL 4~ 3~ 1 12 100 ( 164) 
uRAUE. OH NONE 41 3~ b Ill 100 ( 17) 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 41 39 6 14 100 ( 69) 
UuoOOO-U4o999 51 27 1 15 100 ( 73) 
~15oUOO-S24o999 4!1 34 II 7 100 (120) 1/ 
ll2~oUOO-S34o999 45 33 8 H 100 ( 64) 
i3~o000 OR HORE 57 33 10 0 100 ( 51) 
t!ANFIE.LO 52 30 9 9 100 ( 170) 
t!URN5101:: PRIMARY 46 3~ ll 7 100 ( 131) y I:IURNSIOE. SE.CUND-TER 37 37 1~ 14 100 ( 121) 
GHESHAM 52 29 10 9 100 (77) 
APPROVE. LIGHT RAIL 74 1 11 8 100 (250) 
UISAPPROVE. 2 91 3 4. 100 ( 118) 
vNOE.CIOEO 10 3~ 14 41 100 ( 29) 
GOOD INFORMATION 53 33 1 1 100 ( 161) 
~OT GOOU-UNDE.CIOE.D 44 35 !0 11 100 (236) 
APPROVE. TRI-ME.T 61 20 9 10 100 (220) 
UISAPPROVE. 29 5b ~ 10 100 ( 124) 
UNDECIDED 34 41 1b 9 100 ( 53) 
TRI-ME.T R1UERS 50 21! 8 14 100 ( 115) 
"'ON-RIDt.RS 46 37 9 !I 100 (282) 
UIIIINE.H5 42 42 ~ 7 100 (227) 
HENT UR OTHER 55 24 7 14 100 ( 170) 
TOTAL BUSINESS co 31 5 4 100 ( 53) 
.!! Figures do not add to total sample, due to omission of ''not reporteds . 11 y Figures do not add to total sample, due to extension of 102 interviews. 
5-2 
~· ' 
~ IMPRESSIONS OF BANF!~LD LIGHT HAIL PROJlCT 
GOOD HIGH NOT TRAf TRA ECO SPEC TAKE CLE BLOCKFARE LIKE COST QUI BUSI 
CITY COST NEED USE f!C IN FAST LOGY AREA LAND AN SECT TAX BUS LESS ET NESS MlSC DK 
fUTAL RESIDENTIAL 
MALE 
FEMALE ·~ 15 
l6-l4 YEARS !~ 
l5-34 !7 
~~-44 l4 
4~-~4 14 
~5-64 ~3 
6~ OH OVER 1~ 
COLLEGE COMPLETE ~~ 
LULLEGE PARTIAL 16 
rliGH SCHOOL 16 
uRAOE OR NONE !8 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME !4 
~l0t000-Sl4t999 ~1 
~~~.ooo-s24.~99 !7 
a2~tOOO-S34,999 !~ 
~35t000 OR ~ORE !a 
BANFilLO !7 
~URNSIDE PRIMARY 16 
dURNSIDE SECOND-TER !7 
uRlSHAM !3 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 
UISAPPROVE 
UNDECIDED 
.;ooo INFORMAl ION 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 
APPROVE TRI-MET 
UISAPPROVE 
UNOECID~D 
TRI-MET RIDERS 
NON-RlD~RS 
UIIINERS 
HENT OR OTHER 
fOTAL BUSINESS 
~a 
1 
1 
22 
!4 
a 
!3 
6 
cl 
Ia 
!8 
l1 
17 
HI 
15 
2 
10 
II 
16 
25 
33 
12 
14 
20 
17 
22 
12 
15 
14 
15 
19 
11 
17 
14 
4 
44 
10 
11 
Ia 
1 
31 
18 
11 
HI 
21 
9 
13 
14 
1tl 
1o< 
15 
2o< 
Ia 
1c 
15 
4 
26 
14 
11 
0 
~ 
b 
1~ 
1o< 
26 
17 
l1 
14 
, 
23 
0 
1 
17 
lJ 
H 
11 
10 
13 
16 
13 
It! 
24 
1~ 
Ill 
11 
~ 
ll 
16 
~ 
24 
24 
10 
!3 
19 
6 
!6 
12 
14 
14 
16 
13 
16 
14 
5 
5 
J6 
1 
16 
14 
9 
26 
11 
10 
16 
19 
8 
19 
13 
ll 
~~ 
9 
11 
11 
1a 
~ 
11 
13 
12 
12 
3~ 
16 
1 
20 
13 
11 
19 
11 
11 
10 
ltl 
4 
1U 
14 
12 
15 
" 1~ 
14 
13 
14 
12 
15 
13 
12 
13 
1~ 
14 
14 
17 
10 
5 
14 
12 
13 
6 
4 
10 
16 
16 
12 
12 
9 
12 
21 
16 
6 
1 
10 
14 
15 
8 
13 
12 
13 
10 
16 
0 
1 
1 
8 
19 
10 
6 
7 
6 
0 
9 
6 
8 
0 
1 
11 
6 
6 
14 
4 
9 
6 
21 
12 
l 
0 
7 
8 
10 
2 
10 
8 
1 
6 
10 
10 
5 
~ 
5 
8 
4 
4 
1 
6 
6 
1 
4 
0 
2 
2 
~ 
ll 
10 
3 
6 
1 
5 
4 
9 
4 
6 
5 
4 
B 
4 
1 
5 
7 
2 
0 
5 
6 
5 
3 
4 
4 
5 
8 
6 
2 
6 
6 
6 
4 
5 
9 
1 
4 
3 
1 
1 
0 
4 
8 
0 
5 
6 
5 
7 
2 
5 
5 
6 
5 
2 
4 
2 
6 
5 
~ 
2 
2 
2 
1 
5 
3 
4 
12 
5 
4 
2 
5 
l 
1 
3 
10 
0 
2 
ll 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
3 
~ 
3 
5 
3 
2 
S-3 
3 
3 
3 
0 
5 
2 
3 
4 
3 
4 
4 
2 
6 
2 
5 
3 
0 
6 
J 
2 
3 
4 
5 
0 
0 
3 
4 
5 
1 
2 
2 
4 
2 
5 
5 
3 
3 
4 
0 
2 
4 
4 
4 
5 
2 
1 
5 
0 
3 
1 
6 
0 
0 
1 
6 
4 
0 
1 
6 
7 
3 
3 
2 
5 
2 
1 
4 
4 
1 
0 
3 
3 
3 
0 
0 
8 
3 
6 
3 
4 
5 
1 
0 
2 
0 
2 
5 
4 
3 
4 
3 
6 
1 
ll 
4 
2 
4 
1 
5 
8 
3 
3 
5 
1 
4 
3 
2 
3 
2 
3 
0 
4 
3 
4 
2 
3 
3 
12 
3 
3 
2 
1 
6 
0 
4 
6 
1 
2 
5 
0 
2 
3 
3 
1 
3 
6 
2 
1 
5 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
J 
3 
2 
4 
0 
4 
" 2 
0 
l 
3 
3 
0 
6 
2 
5 
4 
5 
3 
2 
0 
3 
2 
3 
2 
4 
0 
3 
2 
3 
2 
2 
0 
1 
2 
1 
2 
2 
0 
1 
2 
0 
2 
4 
1 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
l 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
7 
4 
tl 
5 
0 
4 
II 
6 
! 
6 
6 
7 
4 
5 
4 
II 
6 
4 
6 
10 
4 
1 
~ 
7 
2 
10 
9 
12 
22 
6 
10 
!4 
4 
!2 
1 
9 
13 
17 
!4 
17 
1 
H 
2 
10 
7 
l't 
10 
6 
!2 
11 
11 
9 
15 
II 
1 
14 
I 
~ APP~OVAL OF THE BAN~!fLD LIGHT HAIL PHOJECT 
ST~ONGLY STIWNGL Y UNDE 
APPROVE APPROVE DISAPI'ROVE UISAPPROVE CIDED TOTAL 
IOTAL R~SIUENTIAL 21 42 14 lb 7 100 
MALt:. n 41 1::> 111 4 100 
fEMALE 21 4<' 13 14 10 100 
18-24 YEARS 2C 5& 15 5 2 100 
<'~-34 25 51 10 7 7 100 
JS-44 a 43 13 b 1& 100 
45-~4 HI 4<' 12 19 9 100 
::.5-&4 27 27 11 31 4 100 
b~ OR OVER 14 27 23 29 7 100 
t;OLLEGE COMPLETE 35 42 13 4 b 100 
COLLtGE PAR Tl AL 111 4& 10 111 8 100 
rliGH SCHOOL 1b 311 17 22 7 100 
uRAOE 0~ NO'IE 12 47 23 6 12 100 
LESS $10,000 INCOME 13 4<' 17 16 12 100 
:blOoOOO-U4o999 25 39 15 10 11 100 
U5o000-524o999 <'1 42 13 18 6 100 
~25o000-S34o999 20 5<' 11 12 5 100 
~3!:>•000 OR :o40RE 33 32 15 1& 4 100 
bANFIELD <'4 4<' 13 14 7 100 
dUHNSID~ PRIHAfol'( 20 39 14 24 3 100 
dURNSIDE SECONO-TER 1 7 44 13 16 10 100 
GRESHAM 25 3& 23 7 9 100 
APP~OVE LIGHT RAIL 34 6& 0 0 0 100 
UISAPPROVE 0 0 41 53 0 100 
IJND~C IDEO 0 0 0 0 100 100 
uOOD INFORP'IATION 31 39 11 13 6 100 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 15 43 17 17 8 1UO 
APPHOVE TRI-HET 211 52 11 5 4 100 
LIISAPPROVE 14 2::> 19 34 8 100 
IJNDECIDED 11 311 15 15 21 100 
TRI-HET RIUERS 26 40 15 9 10 100 
riO N-tH DERS 20 41:: 14 Ill 6 100 
UIOINE~S 22 35 15 21 7 100 
HlNT OR OTHER 20 51 13 tl 8 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 19 47 23 9 2 100 
s-4 
jA H~ASONS FOR APPHOV!Nb Of THE ~ANFlELU LIGHT RAIL PROJI:.CT 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 
HALt 
FEMALE 
!8-.!<o YEARS 
~5-34 
j5-44 
.. 5-5'> 
:>5-b4 
b5 OR OVER 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 
I:OLLI:.GE PARTIAL 
t1IGH ~CHOOL 
uHAUE OH NOI'jE 
LESS S10o000 INCOME 
~10o000-5l4o999 
:ol5oOOO-S24o999 
:.2~oOOO-S34o999 
:Oj5o000 OR '10RI:. 
tlANFIELD 
tlURN!>IDI:. PRIHAHY 
tlUHNSIDE SECOND-TER 
GHI:.St1AH 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 
UISAPPROVE 
uNDECIDED 
GOOD INFORMATION 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 
APPtWVE TR I-MET 
UISAPPROVE 
UNDEClOt:D 
THI-MET RIDERS 
i'ION-HIDERS 
UWNERS 
HENT OR OTHER 
TOTAL BUSINESS 
CON NEED GOOD ENEH tlAN LESS BI:.TTR LESS ACCI QUAL WELL PHOP PHO 
GEST IT FAST CITY CLEAN GY FIELD COST tlUSES CAHS DENT IFY PLAN VALUE QUIET VEN 
i:'8 
27 
29 
25 
2b 
<'1 
47 
25 
27 
29 
29 
i:'b 
3o 
18 
17 
37 
28 
3b 
38 
21 
19 
21 
28 
0 
0 
29 
i:'3 
31 
29 
28 
28 
27 
b 
28 
31 
24 
16 
26 
34 
21 
25 
50 
28 
28 
29 
10 
27 
38 
21 
33 
25 
27 
26 
30 
22 
28 
0 
0 
30 
25 
30 
21 
23 
32 
25 
29 
27 
37 
13 
13 
14 
15 
14 
3 
14 
21 
13 
ll 
10 
19 
10 
1b 
lJ 
13 
13 
15 
8 
u 
17 
12 
13 
0 
0 
14 
13 
11 
18 
19 
7 
17 
13 
14 
3 
11 
9 
14 
7 
15 
18 
b 
4 
10 
11 
9 
14 
10 
13 
6 
16 
9 
9 
10 
17 
10 
11 
11 
0 
0 
9 
13 
14 
5 
12 
11 
11 
10 
13 
48 
11 
7 
14 
6 
1 u 
15 
21 
7 
3 
1b 
11 
8 
0 
13 
9 
12 
2 
1tl 
14 
4 
8 
6 
11 
0 
0 
13 
9 
11 
12 
3 
13 
10 
11 
11 
6 
9 
7 
11 
6 
10 
12 
12 
11 
0 
18 
6 
2 
10 
2 
4 
8 
11 
21 
12 
6 
4 
17 
9 
0 
0 
12 
6 
8 
6 
20 
11 
8 
ll 
5 
3 
tl 
10 
7 
6 
12 
9 
tl 
3 
4 
10 
8 
6 
20 
11 
11 
11 
4 
0 
12 
5 
5 
9 
8 
0 
0 
4 
13 
7 
7 
23 
tl 
8 
7 
10 
11 
10 
7 
6 
1~ 
7 
10 
11 
b 
10 
7 
9 
3 
tl 
1b 
tl 
9 
0 
0 
1U 
6 
b 
14 
7 
11 
7 
9 
9 
0 
S-5 
8 
tl 
8 
15 
9 
b 
3 
7 
7 
6 
7 
11 
10 
10 
11 
8 
6 
3 
4 
13 
13 
15 
8 
0 
0 
6 
10 
7 
15 
8 
8 
ll 
7 
9 
17 
5 
6 
5 
7 
4 
b 
0 
18 
3 
5 
5 
7 
0 
11 
4 
5 
7 
0 
4 
7 
10 
2 
5 
0 
0 
10 
2 
7 
0 
4 
4 
7 
7 
3 
0 
3 
2 
4 
3 
2 
3 
b 
0 
3 
1 
1 
5 
10 
7 
0 
2 
4 
0 
2 
3 
4 
3 
3 
0 
0 
4 
3 
2 
4 
4 
2 
2 
4 
0 
3 
1 
3 
0 
2 
3 
3 
4 
4 
2 
4 
2 
0 
6 
0 
3 
4 
0 
3 
0 
1 
2 
3 
0 
0 
2 
J 
0 
tl 
8 
3 
2 
4 
1 
6 
2 
1 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
1 
0 
0 
4 
0 
2 
0 
1 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
i:' 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
3 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
1 
3 
0 
0 
0 
2 
u 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
14 
0 
u 
0 
u 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
u 
1 
0 
u 
j 
u 
I) 
0 
u 
0 
2 
0 
u 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
u 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
HISC 
2 
4 
0 
3 
3 
0 
0 
4 
0 
1 
1 
3 
0 
0 
b 
2 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
3 
2 
2 
0 
0 
3 
1 
2 
3 
OK (SAMPLE) 
2 
7 
13 
6 
3 
0 
0 
3 
3 
5 
4 
20 
8 
6 
4 
4 
3 
3 
6 
8 
4 
4 
0 
0 
5 
4 
6 
5 
0 
3 
5 
3 
7 
0 
(250) 
( 127) 
(123) 
( 32) 
( 93) 
( 33) 
( 34) 
( 28) 
( 30) 
( 75) 
( 76) 
( 89) 
( 10) 
( 38) 
( 47) 
( 76) 
( 46) 
( 33) 
( 112) 
( 77) 
( 74) 
( 47) 
(250) 
( O) 
( 0) 
( 112) 
( 138) 
(176) 
( 48) 
( 26) 
( 76) 
(174) 
( 130) 
(120) 
( 35} 
~A HEA50NS FOR UISAPPHUVING Of Trl~ BANFIELD Ll~HT HAIL PROJECT 
COST NO SlHV NO RES! SPEC ~ENE LOCA PROP NOI CONS STOP TRAF SAfl TRI COST 
t:ILDG NEED ft.\01 PAY TAX DENT AREA f 1 T liON EHTY SY ME:.S AREA flC TY MET HIDE MlSC OK (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL J7 
MALE ~z 
FEMALE J2 
18-2~ YEARS ~0 
~5-34 ~z 
JS-4~ ~0 
~5-54 ~0 
~S-o4 ~~ 
b5 OH O~ER J4 
COLLEGE COMPLETE c5 
COLLEGE PAHTIAL 4~ 
niGH SCHOOL J6 
uHAOE OH NONE 40 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME ~b 
~10tOOO-Sl4t9~9 J9 
~15t000-S24t999 JS 
~25t000-S34t999 ~3 
~35t000 OR MORE 25 
t:IANFIELD 41 
t:IUHNSIDE PRIMARY ~4 
dURNSID~ St.CONO-TER 43 
uHESHAM 0 
APPROVE LluHT RAIL 
LIISAPPROVE 
UNDECIDED 
uOOD INFORMATION 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 
APPHOVE TRl-Mt.T 
LliSAPPROVE 
UNDECIDED 
THI-MET RIDEHS 
NON-RIDERS 
UIIINEHS 
HENT OR OTHER 
TOTAL BUSINESS 
0 
J7 
0 
J2 
~0 
J3 
~5 
~0 
J7 
~1 
3B 
J5 
JS 
2!:1 
36 
17 
13 
16 
30 
33 
3~ 
32 
38 
25 
30 
0 
31 
22 
30 
20 
44 
29 
32 
23 
30 
0 
28 
0 
40 
a 
31 
29 
1<,~ 
11 
33 
32 
19 
47 
lb 
16 
11 
1~ 
n 
30 
11 
lJ 
10 
18 
JO 
'-} 
0 
!:1 
11 
d 
4U 
12 
t:l 
20 
~j 
5 
u 
lb 
0 
10 
1',1 
15 
17 
14 
22 
10 
12 
0 
13 
5 
0 
23 
9 
8 
13 
9 
'-} 
0 
13 
5 
11 
0 
19 
15 
!:1 
2 
~0 
0 
10 
0 
6 
10 
12 
9 
7 
7 
10 
12 
2 
16 
7 
0 
9 
10 
1o 
5 
s 
0 
15 
7 
0 
s 
11 
8 
., 
13 
ll 
12 
3 
9 
0 
7 
0 
5 
9 
8 
'I 
0 
8 
I 
10 
j 
0 
7 
2 
13 
12 
18 
0 
0 
5 
6 
0 
3 
11 
0 
13 
0 
8 
0 
12 
0 
10 
12 
0 
0 
7 
0 
10 
5 
11 
s 
6 
11 
6 
4 
14 
7 
9 
4 
0 
5 
20 
6 
9 
5 
0 
9 
7 
0 
4 
0 
11 
7 
13 
3 
6 
11 
0 
0 
7 
0 
10 
5 
11 
6 
0 
11 
5 
6 
8 
0 
7 
3 
ll 
0 
~ 
0 
17 
9 
5 
6 
j 
6 
20 
9 
12 
3 
0 
0 
10 
0 
3 
~ 
0 
7 
0 
2 
'J 
8 
4 
12 
7 
7 
7 
5 
0 
5 
2 
10 
0 
5 
0 
5 
4 
8 
6 
0 
8 
0 
4 
5 
5 
7 
0 
3 
6 
9 
4 
0 
5 
0 
6 
4 
9 
5 
0 
4 
5 
8 
0 
6 
3 
7 
1J 
~ 
10 
0 
0 
5 
7 
6 
j 
20 
0 
6 
5 
13 
0 
2 
10 
0 
5 
0 
5 
0 
2 
b 
11 
3 
0 
8 
5 
2 
ll 
0 
S-6 
4 
1 
8 
0 
lit 
10 
0 
0 
3 
18 
0 
3 
0 
0 
5 
6 
0 
6 
6 
6 
2 
4 
0 
4 
0 
5 
4 
3 
4 
7 
0 
5 
5 
3 
6 
3 
6 
0 
0 
9 
0 
0 
0 
5 
7 
0 
3 
20 
4 
11 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
12 
0 
0 
3 
0 
3 
4 
5 
3 
0 
3 
4 
3 
5 
23 
3 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
5 
0 
6 
0 
7 
0 
20 
9 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6 
3 
4 
0 
3 
0 
2 
3 
0 
3 
6 
4 
2 
1 
5 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
2 
0 
3 
2 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
6 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
3 
0 
0 
2 
0 
6 
0 
0 
3 
0 
5 
10 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
2 
0 
~ 
0 
0 
0 
6 
2 
0 
0 
s 
0 
1 
0 
0 
3 
0 
3 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
1 
0 
5 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
6 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
s 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
u 
4 
12 
4 
u 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
3 
0 
u 
0 
~ 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
3 
3 
0 
0 
0 
3 
0 
~ 
0 
2 
0 
6 
0 
0 
u 
5 
5 
3 
0 
6 
1 
0 
0 
6 
6 
0 
u 
5 
u 
0 
~ 
0 
2 
0 
3 
3 
0 
~ 
6 
~ 
2 
0 
(118) 
( 65) 
( 53) 
8) 
22) 
( 10) 
( 18) 
( 22) 
( 38) 
( 16) 
( 33) 
( 6~) 
( 5) 
( 23) 
( 18) 
( 37) 
( 15) 
( 16) 
( ~6) 
( 50) 
( 35) 
( 23) 
( 0) 
(118) 
( 0) 
( ~0) 
( 78) 
( 36) 
( 66) 
( 16) 
( 27) 
( 91) 
( 81) 
( 37) 
( 17) 
~ MOST RELIABLE SOURC~ OF INFORMATION A~OUT CONSTRUCTION 
LETTER NEWS PROJECT PHONE TRI SHOP UNDE 
HAIL t'APEH OFF ICt:: RAIL TV CITY FLYERS MET RADIO DISPLAY CIDED TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 19 lb 14 13 9 1 b 6 4 2 4 100 (397) 
MALt: 19 21 10 12 q 9 4 5 4 2 5 IUO (201) 
l't.MAL~ 19 II Ill 14 9 5 I! 1 4 2 3 IUO ( 196) 
18-24 H.MlS 15 l7 17 10 14 12 ~ 2 3 0 2 lUO ( ~I) 
~5-3'> 21 1~ I~ 15 b I! ~ 5 3 4 3 100 ( 12 3) 
..15-44 lb <!\I I~ lb 3 2 b 6 6 2 2 100 ( 51) 
~!>-:>4 II It:! 14 10 13 8 b 1 1 1 II IUO ( 57) 
:>5-b4 19 14 I \I 1 7 14 4 ~ 6 0 0 2 1uo ( 52) 
b5 OR OVER 26 12 lU 7 9 6 I! 8 6 3 5 100 ( 73) 
\.:OLLEGE COMPLETE 21 1:!7 1<' 10 1 8 4 3 2 2 4 100 ( 97) 
\.:OLLEGE PARTIAL 18 14 lb 16 1 b 4 5 5 2 1 1uo (119) 
HIGH SCHOOL 21 11 I~ 12 10 8 \1 8 3 2 2 lUO (16~) 
GRADE OR NONE 0 b 2J b 24 6 b 5 12 b b 100 ( 17) 
LESS UOtOOO INCOHE 10 11:! 17 13 18 10 
" 
6 b I 3 100 ( 69) 
UOtOOO-Sl'>e\199 30 17 11 12 5 b ~ 9 2 2 1 100 ( 73) 
U5t000-S24e\199 22 15 ~~ b II 8 b 3 4 3 1 100 ( 120) 
:o2~t000-S34,999 11 14 lb 22 6 5 6 8 I 0 5 lUO ( 6~) 
S35t000 OR MORE 12 2~ 10 12 b b 7 8 6 4 4 IUO ( 5 I) 
~ANFIELD 11 a 15 12 1 8 4 4 5 2 4 100 (170) 
t:IUHNSIDE PRIMARY 20 9 ~~ II 14 5 J ll 4 I 7 100 ( 131) 
t:IURNSIUE SECOND-TER 20 11 Ill 12 11 1 ~ 5 5 3 3 lUO ( 121) 
GRESHAM 13 ~~ b 13 II 5 ~~ 13 0 0 3 100 ( 77) 
APPROVE LlGt-IT RAIL 21 !1 15 14 9 b b 5 
" 
1 2 100 (250) 
UISAPPROVE 15 15 ~~ 1 13 1 7 9 2 3 10 100 ( 118) 
UNUECIDI::D 14 14 17 21 0 b 7 0 ll 1 3 100 ( 29) 
GOOU INFORHATION 25 Ill lb II 8 3 4 6 3 2 4 100 ( 161) 
NOT GOOU-UNOECIDED 14 15 13 14 11 9 1 6 5 2 4 1UO (236) 
APPROVE TRI-HET 24 19 11:! 14 8 6 6 5 2 2 2 100 (220) 
UISAPPROVE 16 12 1 7 11 13 6 b 6 5 2 6 100 ( 12~) 
UNUECIDED 4 1J 17 9 10 9 tl 9 10 2 9 100 ( 53) 
THI-Mt:T RIDERS 19 20 10 14 9 9 ~ 6 5 2 1 100 (II 5) 
;iON-HIDERS 19 14 lb 12 10 6 b 6 4 I 6 100 (282) 
OWNERS 21 17 15 11 1 5 1 7 4 2 4 100 (227) 
HENT OR OTHER 16 14 I~ 14 13 9 5 4 4 3 4 100 (170) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 32 0 b 31 4 0 2 15 2 0 2 100 ( 53) 
S-7 
~ LEAST HELlABLE SOUHC~ OF INFORMATION A~OUT CONSTRUCTION 
SHOP PROJECT TRI NEWS PHONE LETT~H UNDE 
DISPLAY CITY on ICE FLYERS RADIO TV MET PAPER RAIL RAIL C 1 DEIJ TOTAL 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 22 1J 11 11 10 7 6 4 4 5 100 
MALE. 22 lJ 11 12 9 6 II 6 5 5 3 lOU 
FEMALE 22 13 11 10 11 8 5 6 5 3 t> luo 
.1.8-24 YEARS 22 15 7 2 20 5 0 7 10 10 2 100 
~5-J'+ 25 13 'I 12 12 7 , 4 4 4 3 100 
J5-'+4 29 It> IU 10 8 5 ,. 8 0 t> 4 IUO 
~5-54 19 18 10 6 A t> lU 4 3 4 12 lOU 
:::>5-b'+ 19 12 11 12 4 11 IU 11 4 2 4 IOU 
b5 OR OVER 18 7 17 17 8 7 1 5 9 l 4 100 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 24 12 10 13 10 7 5 7 1 7 4 100 
I.:OLLEGE PARTIAL 21 13 1 8 12 5 t> 10 7 4 7 100 
NIGH SCHOOL 23 14 li:' 13 A 9 9 3 4 3 2 lOU 
GRAUl:: OR NONE 24 5 24 b 0 0 b 6 11 0 18 100 
LESS 510t000 INCOME 20 8 14 15 10 3 lU 6 7 0 100 
UOt000-514,999 29 111 b 10 8 8 J 4 4 6 4 lUO 
U5t000-5i:'4t999 22 lc 12 11 9 b 6 6 7 5 4 lUO 
_.25.uoo-s34,999 19 l!J IJ B 12 5 B 6 2 7 5 100 
)35o000 OR "10Rt:: 25 12 b 10 12 13 II 12 0 0 2 luO 
~ANFlELD 20 12 11 12 7 9 II 6 6 5 4 100 
tWRNSlDE PRIMARY 25 12 11 13 14 3 1 6 2 4 J 100 
dURNSlUt:: SECOND-TER 22 12 II B 11 B 7 7 4 3 7 IUO 
uRE.SHAM 43 !4 12 4 5 b t> 4 2 3 1 100 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 26 .1.4 11 11 12 6 4 7 3 4 2 100 
UISAPPROVE 14 ll 11 11 6 10 12 4 6 7 8 IUO 
\JNDt::CID~D 28 6 14 4 7 7 10 7 7 0 10 100 
l;OOO INFORMATION 23 16 11 11 12 b 4 6 3 2 6 100 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 22 ll 11 10 9 7 9 6 6 5 4 lUO 
APPROVE TRI-MET 22 13 10 13 12 8 4 5 6 3 4 100 
UISAPPROVE 20 12 12 ll 6 7 12 7 3 t> 4 IOU 
\JNUE.CIOED 28 15 12 2 7 8 5 6 4 2 ll 100 
TRI-MET RIDERS 20 17 B 13 12 B J 6 6 5 2 lOU 
~~ON-RIDERS 23 ll lJ 9 9 7 8 7 3 4 t> 100 
OIONEHS 22 15 lJ 9 8 8 B 6 4 3 4 100 
HENT OR OTHER 22 ll B 13 13 5 6 6 5 6 5 100 
IOTAL BUSINESS 34 24 2 2 30 0 2 0 2 0 4 100 
s-a 
~ EVALUATION OF BANFltLO LIGHT RAIL ON KElPlNG PEOPLE INFORMED 
VERY NOT UNDE 
GOOD GOOU GOOD POOR CIDED TOTAL 
fOTAL RESIDENTIAL 11 30 34 21 4 100 
HALE 9 29 38 21 3 100 
Ft::MALE 13 30 30 22 5 100 
!8-24 YlARS 2 2U 44 32 2 100 
~5-34 I! 2::> 4i!. 22 3 100 
J~-44 10 2~ 34 i!.l 6 100 
<+S-54 14 2!1 33 21 4 100 
~5-b4 13 41 21 15 4 100 
b5 OR OVER 11! 3~ 22 20 5 100 
1,;0LLEGE COMPLETE 10 3!> 40 13 2 100 
I,;OLLEbE PARTIAL !~ 30 33 16 6 100 
HIGH SCHOOL !I 27 32 31 2 100 
GRADE OR NOlliE 18 17 30 l7 18 100 
LESS uo,ooo INCOME 12 27 2~ 23 9 100 
uo.ooo-u4,999 5 32 33 20 10 100 
us,ooo-s24,999 7 31 31 22 3 100 
:o2St000-S34t999 19 26 36 19 0 100 
~35t000 OR '40RE 18 27 39 16 0 100 
tiANFIELD 11 31 37 15 6 100 
tiURNSIDE PRIMARY 13 27 2tl 28 4 100 
tiURNSIDt:: SECOND-TER 12 31 30 24 3 100 
GHE5HAH 6 29 47 15 3 100 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 12 33 36 15 4 100 
UISAPPROVE t! 2b 30 32 4 !00 
uNDECIDED 10 21 2t! 3!1 3 100 
GOOD INFORMATION 27 73 0 0 0 100 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 0 0 57 36 7 100 
APPROVE TRI-MET 14 32 36 14 4 100 
uiSAPf'ROVE 8 27 31 31 3 100 
uNOtCIDtD t! 20 34 30 8 100 
fRI-MET RllJERS 12 32 35 16 5 100 
NON-HIDERS 11 2t! 34 23 4 100 
lllliNERS 16 34 29 17 4 100 
Ht::NT OR OTHER 4 24 41 26 5 100 
fOTAL BUSINESS 2 36 49 7 6 100 
S-9 
b CONCERNS ABOUT BANFI~LD LIGHT HAIL PROJECT 
HIGH NOT THAF ECO CONS AC TAKE STA TIME COST PROP LACK TRI ~US! 
COST USE fiC TAX LOGY THUC CESS LA~O FARE TION BUILDSAfE ME VALU INFO MET N~SS MISC DK 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL c7 
l'lALE JO 
FEMALE c4 
!8-24 Y~ARS c9 
c~-34 c9 
J~-44 c9 
4~-54 !6 
~5-64 c3 
b5 OR OVfR J2 
COLL~GE COMPLETE J4 
COLLEGE PARTIAL c8 
HIGH SCHOOL c4 
uRAOE OR NONE !2 
LESS SIO,OOO INCOME 2~ 
~1o,uoo-sl4,999 J2 
~15.000-524,999 22 
j25•000-S34,999 J3 
~35,000 OR MOR~ c9 
~ANFIELD 32 
~UHNSIDE PRIMARY cO 
~UR~SIDE SlCONO-TER c1 
uHESHAM c2 
APPHOVE LIGHT ~AIL 
Ll!SAPPROVE 
uNDECIDED 
uOOO INFORMATION 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 
APPROVE TRI-MET 
UISAPPROVE 
u~D~CIDED 
TRI-MET RIDERS 
NON-RIDERS 
OWNERS 
ri~NT OR OTHER 
TOTAL BUSINESS 
c5 
J3 
!1 
24 
c9 
c6 
J1 
d 
42 
13 
15 
10 
12 
14 
I! 
7 
15 
16 
14 
13 
11 
12 
13 
9 
13 
9 
20 
17 
7 
10 
12 
9 
24 
0 
13 
13 
10 
17 
11 
9 
13 
12 
12 
13 
11 
13 
1u 
I! 
'I 
d 
17 
22 
10 
15 
9 
lJ 
0 
7 
ll 
1b 
lJ 
d 
12 
2c 
11 
b 
1u 
1~ 
7 
11 
11 
10 
17 
10 
9 
13 
14 
9 
22 
ll 
!2 
11 
2 
14 
10 
l4 
13 
9 
14 
12 
9 
5 
7 
6 
14 
9 
11! 
11 
I! 
5 
43 
9 
14 
24 
7 
14 
tl 
13 
11! 
16 
10 
l4 
8 
12 
d 
14 
5 
10 
14 
14 
10 
12 
14 
13 
'I 
6 
9 
1~ 
7 
11 
11 
11 
12 
ll 
I! 
11 
11 
11 
12 
11 
lJ 
9 
10 
10 
11 
12 
9 
6 
I! 
12 
6 
7 
12 
6 
7 
13 
6 
9 
9 
I! 
12 
6 
12 
10 
6 
12 
8 
15 
10 
1 
9 
10 
7 
8 
10 
9 
I! 
7 
8 
9 
8 
11 
17 
7 
5 
9 
3 
5 
9 
7 
10 
8 
6 
7 
8 
6 
11 
5 
5 
11 
4 
5 
9 
8 
2 
7 
7 
6 
9 
5 
8 
7 
4 
10 
6 
7 
6 
5 
7 
5 
9 
2 
11 
8 
4 
6 
7 
7 
7 
7 
6 
6 
2 
5 
13 
16 
5 
10 
9 
3 
6 
8 
7 
I! 
7 
I! 
6 
I! 
6 
I! 
8 
6 
0 
6 
6 
4 
3 
8 
2 
10 
3 
3 
5 
6 
6 
6 
6 
9 
6 
4 
2 
4 
3 
7 
11 
8 
1 
4 
9 
3 
6 
5 
3 
7 
5 
3 
10 
0 
6 
1 
5 
5 
'+ 
10 
2 
12 
4 
4 
1 
5 
11 
3 
6 
1:1 
2 
4 
6 
5 
4 
9 
1 
3 
3 
7 
4 
7 
5 
2 
7 
4 
5 
6 
4 
S-10 
5 
5 
5 
4 
1 
8 
1 
4 
0 
8 
J 
5 
0 
J 
5 
6 
5 
3 
4 
5 
7 
5 
7 
2 
1 
4 
6 
6 
4 
2 
7 
5 
5 
5 
2 
4 
4 
6 
I! 
4 
12 
7 
0 
1 
1 
4 
1 
6 
7 
7 
5 
3 
4 
3 
7 
b 
3 
6 
j 
0 
3 
6 
4 
9 
0 
1 
6 
j 
1 
2 
4 
3 
4 
5 
3 
3 
0 
9 
3 
3 
5 
4 
0 
3 
7 
2 
3 
2 
3 
'+ 
4 
2 
4 
4 
4 
3 
4 
2 
7 
2 
5 
4 
3 
5 
4 
4 
3 
5 
2 
5 
6 
6 
2 
1 
3 
4 
5 
0 
0 
0 
3 
9 
8 
0 
4 
6 
16 
2 
5 
6 
3 
5 
3 
5 
8 
3 
3 
6 
0 
3 
2 
3 
2 
0 
3 
2 
3 
2 
3 
2 
4 
2 
0 
'+ 
1 
2 
5 
0 
4 
2 
2 
1 
3 
2 
4 
2 
3 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
2 
2 
2 
0 
3 
4 
0 
2 
1 
'+ 
0 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
2 
6 
1 
2 
1 
0 
4 
3 
2 
2 
1 
3 
4 
2 
2 
1 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
5 
1 
'+ 
4 
2 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
5 
1 
0 
2 
0 
'+ 
4 
1 
2 
1 
1 
2 
2 
1 
3 
4 
0 
3 
1 
3 
4 
4 
1 
5 
! 
c 
1 
'+ 
3 
2 
3 
2 
0 
4 
J 
3 
0 
u 
2 
J 
J 
2 
4 
4 
2 
2 
2 
1 
b 
c 
J 
u 
IJ 
12 
14 
27 
11 
I! 
9 
8 
21 
5 
1<:! 
17 
42 
23 
12 
12 
17 
'+ 
12 
13 
21 
5 
16 
6 
20 
14 
13 
16 
1:1 
17 
14 
13 
ll 
l1 
15 
' r 
1 METHODS OF KE~PING ~~~!DENTS INtUHM~U UN CUNSTRUCTIUN ACTIVITI~S 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 
r1ALE 
tEMAL[ 
ld-24 Yt::AkS 
c~-34 
-'!l-'+4 
'+5-54 
~5-64 
b5 OR OVER 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 
COLLE.GE PA~TIAL 
rtlGH SCHOOL 
liRADE OH NONE 
LESS S10o000 INCOME 
UOoOOO-U4o999 
:o1!loOOO-S24o9~9 
:1>25oOUO-S34o999 
:»35o000 OR MORE. 
t:IANFIE.LD 
t:IUHNSIDE PRIMARY 
oUHNSIDE SE.CUND-TE.R 
uRI:. SHAM 
APPROVE LlGrtT RAIL 
DISAPPROVE 
uNDECIDE.D 
GOOD INFORMATION 
NOT GOOU-UNDI:.CIDED 
APPROVE Tkl-MET 
UISAPPROVE 
LINDECIDE.D 
THI-MET RIDERS 
liON-HI OERS 
UWNI:.RS 
~~NT OR OTHER 
TOTAL llUSINESS 
LE. TTER NEw::i 
MAIL PAPiR 
211 
38 
41 
29 
'+7 
26 
33 
29 
32 
31 
37 
12 
33 
26 
34 
39 
31 
29 
39 
39 
31 
32 
36 
2!! 
34 
32 
3!) 
30 
30 
26 
35 
35 
29 
23 
20 
26 
15 
20 
21 
29 
20 
21 
15 
32 
18 
16 
12 
18 
21 
18 
27 
22 
22 
18 
17 
31 
23 
16 
17 
19 
21 
22 
17 
23 
24 
20 
23 
17 
9 
TV 
19 
lb 
29 
17 
20 
10 
21 
15 
Ill 
17 
17 
t?.9 
13 
21 
1!.3 
17 
12 
18 
ltJ 
Ill 
15 
1~ 
1t:l 
7 
ll 
c3 
18 
17 
22 
15 
19 
14 
25 
25 
MEDIA DUINb MEET 
RAUIO FLYERS NEwS IT INGS 
14 
17 
20 
21 
14 
I'+ 
12 
lj 
12 
18 
1!> 
23 
I r 
11 
13 
19 
l!l 
13 
16 
lb 
9 
111 
II 
10 
II 
18 
12 
20 
14 
12 
lb 
13 
17 
17 
II 
8 
13 
10 
II 
6 
14 
II 
IO 
9 
1 
14 
12 
9 
9 
14 
17 
b 
12 
13 
12 
!! 
10 
II 
10 
12 
IO 
13 
9 
7 
10 
II 
II 
II 
0 
8 
10 
1 
4 
IJ 
II 
7 
8 
I 
1 
8 
9 
6 
j 
17 
II 
6 
8 
1 
9 
9 
10 
10 
4 
II 
10 
1 
'.l 
6 
!! 
10 
II 
4 
13 
II 
5 
4 
4 
1 
4 
11 
4 
tJ 
b 
u 
II 
!) 
j 
1 
., 
4 
j 
10 
j 
1 
5 
2 
12 
j 
0 
S-11 
5 
3 
6 
0 
5 
4 
4 
9 
4 
4 
4 
6 
6 
4 
4 
3 
4 
6 
4 
3 
3 
1 
3 
!! 
1 
1 
3 
3 
7 
5 
5 
4 
5 
4 
2 
PERSON NOT 
SIGNS CONTACT PrlONE INFORM 
3 
3 
4 
3 
3 
4 
3 
8 
4 
4 
2 
4 
0 
6 
5 
2 
4 
6 
I 
3 
8 
4 
4 
4 
0 
5 
3 
6 
I 
2 
I 
5 
4 
4 
0 
3 
5 
I 
2 
4 
0 
2 
b 
3 
4 
2 
4 
0 
6 
3 
0 
4 
4 
3 
7 
3 
0 
3 
3 
4 
4 
3 
4 
0 
2 
3 
2 
3 
7 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
4 
0 
0 
1 
3 
3 
0 
0 
I 
3 
2 
2 
2 
2 
3 
2 
0 
2 
l 
3 
2 
2 
2 
3 
0 
I 
3 
2 
3 
0 
0 
I 
0 
2 
0 
3 
u 
2 
l 
0 
2 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
j 
1 
0 
0 
j 
0 
0 
1 
0 
2 
0 
1 
0 
8 
ASK 
FOR 
u 
0 
u 
0 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 
u 
0 
0 
0 
u 
I) 
0 
0 
0 
0 
u 
I) 
0 
u 
u 
u 
u 
u 
2b 
MISC 
0 
1 
2 
0 
u 
l 
2 
l 
I) 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
1 
l 
0 
0 
2 
1 
1 
1 
2 
2 
u 
2 
DK 
14 
13 
15 
14 
ll 
4 
21 
9 
.a 
11 
14 
12 
41 
111 
1J 
15 
5 
1J 
15 
10 
ll 
1~ 
ll 
17 
24 
15 
13 
ll 
14 
2~ 
13 
14 
I'+ 
13 
6 
' ' 
~ HAUIO STATION SUPPLYING INFORMATION A~OUT ~ANFilLU LIGHT RAIL 
K~ KPDQ 101. KPDQ UK 
KGW KEX KYXI KXL KINK KGON KUPL 101 KWJJ KRDR KCNR KMJK KBOO IAMI 1 IFMI KJIB MlSC NUNE 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 12 
MALl 10 
fEMALE 13 
18-l~ YEAR~ 12 
cs-J• 19 
~5-~~ 16 
~5-5~ 7 
~5-b~ 8 
b5 OH OVER J 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 14 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 13 
niuH SCHOOL 10 
~RADt OR NONE b 
LESS S10t000 INCOME 10 
~10.000-51~.999 7 
~15,ooo-sc~.999 ~~ 
~25tOOO-S3~t999 11 
i3~t000 OR MORE 1• 
MANFlELU 13 
dUHNSIDE PRIMARY lJ 
dUHNSIDE SECOND-TER 10 
uHESHAM 5 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 
UISAPPROVE 
UNDECIDED 
~000 INFORMATION 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 
APPROVE TRI-MET 
UI!:>APPHUVE 
UNDECIDED 
TRI-MET RIDERS 
•'iON-R 1 DERS 
OWNERS 
Ht:NT OR OTHER 
TOTAL BUSINESS 
13 
11 
3 
12 
u 
!3 
9 
lJ 
H 
9 
9 
15 
9 
11 
11 
11 
5 
13 
11 
16 
9 
9 
11 
12 
11 
12 
J 
11 
lJ 
11 
10 
13 
8 
11 
8 
13 
B 
11 
lJ 
11 
11 
11 
13 
9 
13 
13 
9 
8 
10 
1 
5 
., 
8 
9 
6 
9 
9 
11 
5 
0 
u 
5 
9 
1~ 
11 
1.! 
7 
j 
5 
1 
1U 
, 
., 
7 
d 
9 
~ 
~ 
9 
11 
~ 
b 
1 
10 
~ 
0 
4 
B 
7 
12 
13 
13 
3 
7 
b 
7 
7 
8 
3 
12 
7 
6 
7 
7 
b 
8 
10 
10 
s 
7 
7 
10 
5 
8 
10 
~ 
7 
b 
4 
17 
8 
0 
5 
u 
0 
12 
~ 
3 
0 
5 
I! 
I! 
1 
i! 
7 
3 
5 
5 
6 
3 
7 
~ 
b 
6 
J 
7 
0 
11 
13 
5 
5 
5 
22 
6 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
2 
9 
11 
7 
b 
~ 
5 
4 
3 
5 
5 
I! 
5 
2 
10 
1 
7 
5 
3 
4 
8 
4 
1 
10 
8 
5 
4 
5 
0 
1 
6 
8 
7 
8 
6 
4 
5 
0 
7 
0 
6 
2 
10 
3 
5 
4 
14 
4 
9 
4 
5 
5 
4 
8 
2 
4 
4 
7 
2 
J 
1 
5 
7 
5 
i! 
2 
2 
0 
2 
J 
J 
b 
3 
1 
l 
j 
2 
2 
9 
4 
1 
3 
i! 
3 
4 
2 
4 
J 
1 
b 
13 
3 
4 
2 
0 
4 
4 
• 6 
0 
2 
5 
2 
6 
3 
5 
4 
3 
0 
2 
4 
3 
4 
3 
3 
0 
2 
4 
3 
3 
2 
0 
5 
3 
3 
2 
2 
3 
3 
j 
3 
2 
7 
2 
2 
J 
3 
3 
0 
0 
3 
3 
5 
4 
0 
2 
0 
29 
3 
~ 
0 
2 
3 
2 
2 
9 
2 
2 
~ 
1 
0 
s-12 
2 
3 
1 
5 
3 
0 
0 
0 
3 
2 
0 
3 
6 
0 
3 
2 
3 
~ 
~ 
0 
3 
1 
0 
1 
3 
2 
1 
2 
4 
1 
1 
3 
3 
2 
1 
3 
7 
2 
~ 
0 
0 
0 
• 1 
2 
0 
0 
~ 
1 
~ 
0 
2 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
0 
2 
2 
3 
2 
0 
1 
3 
1 
4 
0 
3 
3 
1 
0 
3 
6 
1 
0 
0 
7 
1 
0 
0 
3 
2 
2 
0 
3 
~ 
0 
1 
0 
3 
0 
0 
2 
2 
3 
0 
2 
6 
1 
2 
2 
2 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
• 1 
0 
2 
0 
6 
3 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
7 
0 
1 
2 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
1 
0 
• 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
1 
• 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
2 
0 
0 
1 
1 
0 
0 
1 
2 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
II 
6 
10 
5 
b 
J 
12 
1J 
tl 
2 
I! 
9 
17 
10 
11 
~ 
., 
4 
tl 
tl 
II 
8 
b 
10 
6 
., 
11 
11 
1 
1 
9 
11 
23 
22 
2~ 
12 
13 
2~ 
1~ 
31 
4. 
13 
27 
26 
2~ 
J9 
18 
19 
19 
20 
22 
23 
31 
~ 
20 
30 
2~ 
2~ 
22 
22 
21 
17 
18 
25 
29 
1S 
8 
. ' 
~ TV STATION SUPPLYING INFORMATION ABOUT BANFII:.LD LIGHT ~AIL 
6-KOIN 2-KATU 8-KGW OK 
CBS A tiC Nl:lC 12-KPT\1 10-KOAP CAEILE MISC NONE 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 39 21:l 15 4 0 0 lJ 
MALE 40 z~ 14 5 ~ 0 0 14 
fEMALE 38 30 17 3 1 0 0 11 
18-24 Yt:ARS 39 46 5 :, 0 0 0 5 
c5-34 37 31 11 4 1 0 0 16 
35-44 37 co 18 ~ 0 2 0 18 
45-54 33 30 14 1 0 0 0 16 
~5-64 44 ~5 Z3 0 0 0 0 8 
!>5 OR OVER 45 17 23 _j 4 0 0 8 
\:OLLE.GE COMPLETE 45 25 14 1 1 0 13 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 37 21 13 tl 2 0 0 19 
niGH SCHOOL 36 34 18 J 1 0 0 I! 
tiRADE OR NONE 47 35 12 0 0 0 0 6 
LESS SlOoOOO INCOME 39 26 13 4 J 0 12 
uo.ooo-U4o999 3!> 2!> l7 1 2 u 0 12 
:1115. 0 0 0-$24.999 41 26 17 1 1 0 0 14 
:a25oOOO-S34o999 31 38 11 t> 0 0 0 14 
~35o000 OR "'ORE 45 24 23 0 0 0 0 I! 
l:lANFIELO 41 ~1 16 4 3 0 0 15 
t!URNSIOE PRIMARY 31 29 21 _j 0 1 0 9 
t:IUHNSIDE SI:.CONU-TEH 37 .JJ 13 5 0 0 0 12 
tiRE SHAM 35 46 16 2 0 0 0 1 
APPROVE Ll GH T RAIL 37 ~9 15 ~ 1 0 0 13 
UISAPPRUVE 47 22 17 ~ 2 0 0 10 
lJNDECIDt:D 21! 34 l7 u 0 0 0 21 
1>000 INFORMATION 41! 20 16 c 0 12 
NOT 600U-UNDECIDE.U 33 33 15 5 0 0 13 
APPROVE TRI-HET 38 29 18 4 0 1 0 10 
UISAPPRUVE 45 21 11 6 c 0 0 15 
uNDECIDED 30 38 15 0 u 0 0 17 
THI-MET RIDERS 43 28 12 2 2 1 0 12 
NON-RIUERS 38 27 17 5 0 u 0 l3 
UIINt:RS 40 Z4 18 J 1 1 0 13 
~ENT OR OTHER 38 33 11 t> 0 0 0 12 
TOTAL BUSINESS 38 30 13 I! 0 0 0 11 
S-13 
, : 
IU NE~SPAPER ~UPPLYINu INFOHMATION A~OUT ~ANFII:.LO LIGHT ~All 
OREGON OREuON OUT IOILLA HOLLY JOUHNAL IOALL NICKEL THJ:; OK 
IAN JOUHI~Al LOOK ME. TTE. wuou COMMERCE ST. Al)S WE.EI( MISC NONE 
TOTAL RE.SIDENTIAL 69 I~ ::> u u 0 0 0 6 
MAll:: 6~ 19 5 0 0 1 0 0 u 6 
fEMALE. 70 1~ ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 
18-~4 YEARS 8~ 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~5-J4 77 ~ 5 c 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 
J5-lt .. 69 19 t> u 0 2 0 0 0 0 4 
45-54 65 12 14 2 u 0 0 0 0 0 7 
55-1:>4 60 211 4 u u 0 0 0 0 0 8 
1:>5 OH OVEH 53 31:> I u c 0 0 0 0 0 !I 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 74 11 9 0 u 1 1 0 0 0 4 
COLLE.GE PARTIAL 74 1J 4 I u 0 0 0 0 0 8 
HIGH SCHOOL 63 28 J l u 0 0 0 0 0 5 
bRAOE OH NONE 59 17 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 18 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 61 20 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 
ilOoOOO-SHo999 71 21 J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 
.ol5oOOO-S24o999 74 19 4 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.o25o ooo-sJ• .. 999 1~ 11 tj 0 0 0 l 0 0 0 8 
.OJ5o000 OR MORE 57 21 10 2 u 2 0 0 0 0 8 
dANFIE.LD 17 15 u 1 0 0 0 0 5 
!IUHNSIDE. PRIMARY 69 21 l u 0 0 0 0 0 8 
dURNSIDE. SE.COND-TER 66 2J J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
uRESHAM 40 12 45 c 0 0 0 0 u 0 1 
APPROVE. LIGHT RAIL 78 1J 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 
UISAPPROVE 52 33 t> 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
UNDI:.CIOE.D 62 7 j 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 21:1 
(j00D INFORMATION 72 21 j u u 0 0 0 0 u 4 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 67 17 6 c 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 
APPROVE TRI-MU 78 15 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 
UISAPPROVE. 58 27 ~ u u 0 I 0 0 0 9 
UNDECIDED 57 15 }.j 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 
TRI-MET RIDERS 74 It> 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 
NON-HIDERS 67 19 5 2 u 0 0 0 0 0 1 
UWNEHS 65 21 7 u 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 
t<ENT OR OTHER 74 15 3 2 u 0 0 0 0 0 6 
TOTAL BUSINESS 79 19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 
S-1 l1 
ll E.fft::CT Of CONSTHUC I !ON ON HOMt:: 
LO\IER 
NO NO I St. DISRUPT DAMAGE RAISE HIGHER TRAffiC TRANS TIME UNDE 
E.ffECT UIRT TRAffiC PHOPEHTY VALUE fAXES fLOW PORT I:IUILD SAfETY MISC ClUED 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 35 1!! 17 7 4 4 3 2 17 
MALE 37 14 21 6 7 6 ~ 3 1 2 11 
fEMALE 33 22 13 8 7 2 3 2 3 1 a 
18-24 YEARS 27 19 17 5 0 0 3 7 5 0 2 i!.7 
~S-34 39 17 20 4 7 4 :. 2 1 1 2 1S 
J5-44 37 16 16 0 9 2 t! 6 0 0 0 20 
't5-54 35 19 11 3 7 7 7 4 2 1 2 13 
:.:.-64 21 19 25 16 6 7 4 0 6 2 4 13 
b5 OR OVER 42 17 15 12 9 4 0 0 0 1 0 1:> 
COLLE.GE COMPLETE 34 22 11:1 4 7 s t! 2 2 1 1 b 
<.:OLLEuE PAR Tl AL 37 18 11 6 8 5 6 1 3 1 1 15 
HIGH SCHOOL 31 17 11:1 10 6 4 1 3 2 1 2 1'1 
bRADE OR NO'IIE 71 0 0 5 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 18 
LESS $10,(100 INCOME 30 13 16 15 7 5 3 1 0 0 22 
uo.ooo-$14.999 47 17 15 2 1 3 2 2 0 2 20 
~15.000-!.24.999 42 16 1'1 s 6 4 s 1 3 1 0 11 )25tOOO-S34t'l99 25 20 1!! 3 11 4 t! 6 2 3 5 18 
:035t000 OR MORE 22 t!.1 u ll 10 i!. 10 2 2 2 0 10 
I:IANfiE.LD 46 20 13 2 1 3 4 1 2 0 2 15 
t!URNSID£ PIHHARY 16 .:2 35 18 6 6 3 6 3 1 2 h 
ttURNSIDt:: SECONU-TER 31 1:1 18 4 13 b '+ 4 2 1 0 22 
bHESHAH 39 1!1 17 4 8 2 6 0 1 2 u 17 
APPROVE LlC:irH RAIL 40 16 16 4 6 4 4 4 1 1 15 
UISAPPROVE ~5 21 23 15 8 6 '+ 1 2 3 15 
UNDE.C1DED 38 1'+ 10 0 4 0 6 0 4 0 0 3!! 
uOOD INFORMATION 38 15 21 t! 9 3 5 3 2 0 2 13 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 33 co 15 6 5 5 4 2 2 1 2 19 
APPROVE TRI-HET 39 15 16 5 7 3 5 2 3 0 1 16 
UISAPPROVl 32 16 21 11 6 6 3 4 2 2 3 17 
UNDECIDED 28 .;z 14 3 6 8 3 0 2 2 0 17 
TRI-MET RIDERS 34 22 17 4 5 1 5 2 0 0 2 22 
•iON-RIDERS 36 16 1"1 8 7 6 4 3 2 2 1 14 
OWNERS 33 17 20 8 9 6 s 2 2 2 2 13 
Ht::NT OR OTHER 39 l7 15 5 3 2 3 3 2 0 1 21 
S-15 
11 EFFECT OF CONST~UCTlON ON ~USINtS~ 
DETRACT fEwER NO Cl.lNSTtWCT DECREASt:: TRAFfiC NO UNDE 
SHUT-DOwN CA~S ACCESS UISRUPT VALUE BUSINESS EFFECT !oUSC ClDEO 
fOTAL RESIU~NTIAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
MALE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
FEMALE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1&-24 YEARS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~5-.j4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
.j5-44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
'+5-54 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
::.5-b4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
b5 OR OVER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
COLLEbE PARTIAL 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 
HIGH SCHOOL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 
tiRADE OR I'IO"'E 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 
LESS UOtOOO INCOME 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
uo,ooo-514,99'1 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
U5t000-$24t999 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
USt000-$34,999 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 
:lo35tOOO OR "'ORE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
~ANFIELD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 
tlURI'ISIDE PRIMARY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
ojURNSIDE. SECONO-TER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tiRES HAM 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
APPROVE LlbHT RAIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UISAI-'PROVE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
i.JNUtCIOED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tiDOD INFORMATION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
APPROVE TRl-MEf 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UISAPPROVl 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UNDECIDED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TRI-MET RIDEHS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NON-HIDERS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
l)iojNf::RS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
HENT OR OTHEH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 
TOTAL BUSINESS 23 13 14 3 8 40 8 
S-16 
1~ CHIEF CONCEHN ABOUf ~ANFIELO LiGHT RAIL 
PROJECT THAFFIC CONSTRUC CON FAHE DEVELOP PROPERTY PARKING CHANGE LAND UNDE 
COST fAXES HEfWUTE liON GESTION COST MENT VALUES 1-'HOBLEM VARUS SCAPE CIDED 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 26 23 y 7 I! 5 ~ 5 4 3 4 
MALl:. 25 a 10 6 9 7 J 5 4 4 4 
fEMALE 21 25 6 l 0 6 4 7 4 3 3 It 
18-2 .. YI:.ARS 3 .. 1 7 10 12 0 10 2 5 5 0 0 5 
~5-34 26 17 11 5 13 7 6 3 2 7 1 2 
J5-.... 31 JO 4 4 4 3 ~ 10 0 2 2 2 
'+5-~4 23 17 11 10 2 9 7 5 7 2 3 4 
:>5-64 21 J5 6 9 12 0 0 5 6 2 0 It 
65 OH OVER 25 27 II 8 6 3 5 2 5 3 0 8 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 30 17 6 7 9 b y 8 5 0 1 2 
~OLLEGE PARTIAL 24 25 ~ 10 b b j 4 2 7 1 4 
11IGH SCHOOL 28 ~4 12 5 7 .. 5 3 5 2 1 .. 
uRADE OH NONE b 23 0 24 b 6 0 6 5 6 0 18 
LESS S10o000 INCOME 22 JO 10 9 6 4 6 3 1 3 0 6 
:OlOoOOO-S14o999 29 16 3 11 11 9 3 3 5 5 0 5 
U~tOOO-S2'+o999 27 1~ 12 9 6 6 1 4 4 3 1 3 
:i25oOOO-S34o999 28 24 6 5 9 j 6 5 6 3 3 2 
:a.J~oOOO OR MORE 20 29 12 6 6 J 2 12 2 6 2 0 
t:IANFIELD 31 21 7 9 9 8 2 4 3 2 1 3 
tiUHNSIDE PRIMARY 25 22 11 7 4 5 4 1 6 11 0 .. 
t:IURNSIUE SECONIJ-TER 25 16 10 8 9 4 y 7 4 1 2 5 
~>HE SHAM 14 60 1 2 2 5 j 7 3 3 0 0 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 24 22 9 9 9 7 .. 5 5 4 1 1 
UISAPPROVE 31 27 II 7 4 0 8 4 2 1 0 II 
UNDt::ClDED 21 24 0 3 7 7 7 3 0 11 3 l .. 
1>000 INFORMATION 26 16 10 9 7 8 5 6 5 5 2 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 26 2~ 7 8 7 4 4 4 4 2 5 
APPROVE TRI-MET 25 21 10 8 7 7 6 5 5 3 1 2 
UISAPPROVE 30 22 11 5 5 4 .. 4 5 3 1 6 
UNDEC1Dt:O 21 32 0 15 9 4 6 2 0 3 0 II 
TRI-MET RIUERS 29 20 ~ 10 10 5 4 4 2 4 0 4 
NON-HIDERS 25 24 9 7 6 6 5 5 4 4 1 4 
UWNERS 22 Jl 7 7 5 4 5 5 6 3 4 
HENT OR OTHER 31 13 10 10 10 7 5 3 2 4 4 
TOTAL BUSINESS 40 13 13 2 19 2 0 2 5 2 2 0 
S-17 
' ' 
1£A ~ECOND CONCERN AdOUT BANFIELD LiuHT ~AIL 
PHOJECT PkOI'EHTY TRAFFIC CONSTRUC FAHE CON PARKING DEVELOP CHANGE LANO UNDE 
TAXES cosr VALUES HE ROUTt: liON COST GESTION PROBLEM MENT YAROS SCAPI:. CIOED 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 17 l7 I2 11 9 7 6 5 3 5 
1'4ALE 16 a 7 11 10 8 6 6 5 3 5 
FEMALE 18 13 15 12 7 1 I! 5 6 4 4 
18-24 YEARS 22 7 5 10 IO 7 10 7 2 10 5 5 
o:::~-34 I3 ~0 9 14 14 6 1 3 3 7 1 3 
35-44 12 13 12 6 6 12 b 11 20 0 0 2 
<t!':J-54 26 14 14 13 1 9 9 3 4 2 1 4 
~!::J-64 17 c!O 13 15 12 4 4 5 6 0 0 4 
b5 OH OllER 18 20 15 7 7 8 b 7 1 I 0 10 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 14 13 11! 13 7 8 5 6 9 4 0 3 
COLLI:.GE PAHTIAL 16 co 9 10 1I 8 I! 6 5 2 1 4 
tiiGH SCHOOL 21 17 7 12 8 7 1 6 4 5 2 4 
\iRAOE OR NO"'E 6 11! 3~ 0 12 5 6 0 0 0 0 18 
LESS UOtOOO INCOME 17 21 11 6 12 8 8 5 3 0 3 6 
:a10t000-U4t999 15 18 8 14 7 9 I! 6 4 3 1 7 
.u 5t 000-$24t 999 20 1!:> 9 12 8 7 b 7 4 9 0 3 
~~!:>t000-$34t999 16 14 15 11 10 9 I! 1 10 3 1 2 
li35t000 OR '40HE 14 c!1 16 16 11 0 4 8 8 0 0 2 
I!ANFIELD 16 21 I! 17 10 7 5 6 4 2 0 4 
tlUHNSIDt:: PHIMAHY l7 10 4 6 17 9 10 6 5 9 2 5 
dUHNSIDt:: SECOND-TER 21 18 7 10 8 !::> 8 7 8 2 1 5 
GRESHAM 16 10 47 4 0 4 9 2 5 2 u 1 
APPROVE LlGHT RAIL 15 15 10 13 11 8 8 6 5 5 2 2 
OISAI'PHOIIE 23 23 11 10 4 4 b 5 6 0 0 8 
UNDECIDED 14 10 21 0 17 7 j 11 3 0 0 14 
bOOD I NF ORMA Tl ON 17 12 10 16 10 8 IO 6 5 3 2 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 17 21 12 8 9 6 5 5 6 4 b 
APPHOIIE TRI-MET 16 15 9 14 12 8 7 7 5 4 1 2 
UISAI'I'HOVE. 21 c!2 9 9 4 7 !) 5 6 3 2 7 
UNDECIDED 13 13 21 5 8 8 7 4 6 1 0 8 
THI-MET RIDERS 16 13 14 14 14 9 4 2 4 4 2 4 
"ON-RIDERS 18 19 9 10 7 7 8 7 6 4 0 5 
UIIINERS 16 18 16 13 8 6 1 4 6 1 4 HENT OR OTHER 18 1b 5 9 10 10 1 8 3 8 5 
TOTAL BUSINESS 38 13 ~ 21 0 0 9 8 3 2 4 0 
S-18 
1~B LEAST CONCERN ABOUT !:!ANFIELD LIGHT HAlL 
LAND FARt CHANbE CONSTRUC PARKING PROPERTY DEVELOP TRAFFIC PROJECT CON UNOE 
SCAPE cosT YARDS TION PHOBLEM VALUES Mt:NT REROUTE COST TAXt:S GESTION CIOED 
IOTAL RESIDENTIAL 17 15 14 10 9 9 7 6 3 2 2 6 
HALt 15 15 13 12 8 10 8 7 2 2 2 6 
FEMALE 19 16 14 9 9 7 8 4 3 3 2 6 
1H-24 YEARS 15 12 12 15 14 ll 7 5 2 3 2 5 
l~-34 20 13 10 14 10 12 6 6 3 1 3 2 
J~-44 16 29 8 8 6 11 6 2 2 4 4 4 
45-~4 23 7 17 9 4 5 'i 8 4 5 0 9 
:>~-64 12 17 1'i 8 9 4 1b 3 2 4 u 6 
b5 OR OVER 14 16 18 7 8 7 5 7 3 1 3 11 
~OLLEGE COMPLETE 15 18 11 15 4 17 ll 5 3 2 0 <! 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 20 10 15 10 10 6 !I 3 4 2 4 I! 
HIGH SCHOOL 17 17 1~ 10 9 6 6 8 2 3 2 5 
bRAOE OR NONE 6 d b 0 18 0 12 6 5 6 0 18 
L.ESS s1o.ooo INCOME 12 10 11 8 16 5 i!. 10 4 6 3 13 
uo.ooo-u4,9'i9 18 12 15 11 12 5 1J 2 2 2 1 7 
us.ooo-s24,999 19 18 16 11 6 7 b 6 2 2 4 3 
.. 25,ooo-s34,999 20 l4 11 11 8 13 11 7 0 0 2 3 
i35t000 OR ,"fORE 20 17 10 10 4 17 8 4 6 4 0 0 
~ANFit:LD 19 12 20 10 5 11 6 6 2 3 2 4 
I:IUHNSIDE PRIMARY 15 16 'i 5 10 'i 11 7 6 4 4 
" !:I URNS IDE SECOND-TER 12 15 11 14 11 6 11 3 4 2 3 8 
bRESHAM 29 ~~~ 5 7 8 4 J 10 0 2 3 1 
APPROVE. LIGHT RAIL 13 11 16 14 10 12 9 5 2 4 2 2 
UlSAPPROVE 25 22 1~ 5 5 3 1 7 3 0 2 9 
UNDECIDED 21 17 7 7 3 4 0 3 7 3 4 24 
bOOO INFORMATION 15 15 15 8 8 9 10 6 5 3 1 5 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 19 14 14 12 8 9 6 6 1 2 3 6 
APPROVE THl-MET 15 12 14 12 8 13 'i 6 4 2 2 3 
UlSAI'PROVE 19 21 14 8 7 3 1 6 2 3 i!. 8 
UNDECIDED 21 15 11 11 12 5 4 2 2 2 2 13 
TRl-MET RIOERS 18 I! 15 10 11 9 10 6 2 
" 
3 4 
NON-RIDERS 17 II! 13 11 7 8 1 6 3 2 2 6 
Ul!jNERS 20 20 12 8 5 9 1 6 2 3 2 6 
~tNT OR OTHER 13 'i 16 14 13 9 1 6 3 3 1 6 
TOTAL BUSINESS 6 4J 13 19 6 2 11 0 0 0 0 0 
S-19 
1J PEHCENTAGE OF BUILDING COSTS CUM INti FROM FE.UERAL GOVT SOURCES 
LE.S~ UNDE 
NON I:: 10 .. 10-19.9'ii 20-29.9:1> J0-39.9'ii 40-'+9.91> 50-!:.9.9'11 60-69.9'11 70-79.9'11 80-89.9'11 90-100'11 CIDED 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 2 7 6 5 1ij 10 l't 12 3 21 
MALt:: 0 3 6 3 7 19 12 14 16 4 15 
FEMALE 1 2 8 B 3 17 9 13 9 2 27 
11!-24 YEARS 2 3 !) 17 12 5 15 4 13 2 2 20 
2~·34 0 2 ~ 12 9 8 19 11 12 10 0 12 
JS-'+4 0 0 0 2 6 4 25 8 12 14 4 2!:. 
.. ~-~ .. 0 2 2 3 4 5 16 14 14 14 0 26 
~5-64 2 0 0 4 2 2 19 17 16 9 ij 21 
b5 OR OllER 0 0 0 1 0 4 13 7 17 22 6 30 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 0 0 2 5 9 5 1ij 10 19 18 2 12 
COLLt::GE PARTIAL 1 1 2 4 5 8 }<,I 14 12 10 3 21 
HIGH SCHOOL 1 1 2 10 5 3 l7 9 14 10 3 2~ 
tiRADE OR NONE 0 6 6 6 6 5 12 6 0 18 0 35 
LESS UOtOOO INCOME 1 0 3 6 4 6 16 10 11 8 3 32 
uo.ooo-u4,999 0 1 3 10 9 6 13 13 9 13 0 23 
*15tU00-$24t999 0 1 1 9 4 6 21 10 14 9 2 23 
*25tOOO•S34,999 0 5 3 6 6 3 22 10 15 16 3 11 
:t3~t000 OR MORE 2 0 2 4 8 4 15 12 18 21 2 12 
dANFIELD 1 1 0 6 4 4 22 8 18 17 3 16 
t:IURNSIDE PRIMARY 2 2 4 6 8 5 13 12 10 10 2 26 
I!UHNSIOE SECOND-TER 0 1 3 9 7 6 14 14 9 10 2 25 
GRESHAM 3 0 0 6 7 10 26 5 13 12 0 18 
APPROVE LIGHT HAIL 0 2 2 9 7 6 1ij 12 14 11 2 17 
UISAPPROIIE 2 1 0 5 4 2 11! 10 13 16 6 23 
IJNDE.CIDED 0 0 0 0 7 3 1ij 6 7 11 0 't8 
uOOD INFORMATION 0 0 1 s s 4 20 12 18 18 2 15 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 1 2 3 8 7 5 17 9 11 8 4 25 
APPROVE TRI-MET 0 1 2 8 8 6 15 10 18 12 1 19 
UISAPPROVE 1 1 3 6 4 3 21 12 7 15 6 21 
UNDECIDED 2 0 .. 3 4 4 23 7 13 6 4 30 
fHI•MET RIDERS 1 2 0 s 6 3 2't 11 17 11 19 
NON-HIDERS 0 1 3 8 6 5 16 10 13 12 4 2Z 
OWNERS 0 0 3 6 4 20 9 18 16 4 19 
HENT OR OTHER 1 3 .. 11 6 7 15 12 9 7 u 25 
TOTAL BUSINESS 0 0 0 6 5 6 23 3 8 15 0 34 
S-20 
' . 
i~ PERCENTAGE OF ~UILUING COSTS COMING FROM CITY & STATE GOVT SOURCES 
LESS UNDE 
NONE 10'11 10-19.9'11 20-29.9i> ..10-39,9'11 40-49,9'11 S0-~9.9'6 60-69.9'11 7~-79.9'6 80-89.9'11 90-100'11 ClUED 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 0 ~ 21 10 7 20 7 s 3 21 
•~ALE 0 0 7 25 ll 7 22 8 3 1 i!i 
FEMALE 0 I i! 18 7 8 ~~ 6 6 4 2 t.7 
il!-24 YEARS 0 2 !i 15 7 5 17 10 17 0 2 20 
c~-..1~ 0 l 2 16 ll I! 2..1 11 8 s 1 12 
..IS-44 0 0 8 17 8 6 24 6 2 It 1 24 
'+!i-54 0 0 2 24 6 lit 1 7 5 2 2 i!. 2b 
:>5-64 0 0 10 19 13 8 21 4 0 2 2 21 
b5 OR OVER 0 1 3 33 8 It l1 2 2 0 0 30 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 0 1 b 27 10 9 18 10 4 3 0 12 
COLLEGE PAIH I AL 0 0 6 15 8 10 24 8 4 I 3 21 
HIGH ~CHOOL 0 1 2 23 9 6 19 5 7 3 l 24 
uRADE OR NONE 0 b 0 18 11 0 12 6 6 0 6 35 
LESS $l0o000 INCOME 0 0 0 17 6 6 19 9 5 0 5 33 
uo.ooo-U4,999 0 1 2 22 9 10 16 10 s 3 0 22 
:i15tOOO-Si!4t999 0 0 3 19 11 It 23 7 6 4 0 i!3 
:>25tOOO-S34t999 0 2 ~ 1 7 10 10 2'+ 6 5 3 3 ll 
i3~t000 OR .. oRE 0 0 6 31 12 12 1 7 It 2 4 0 12 
tsANFIELD 0 1 j 27 8 9 21 7 3 3 2 16 
tlUHNSIDE PRIMARY 0 1 It 20 9 7 16 7 s 2 2 27 
t1UHNSIOE SE.COflll.l-TER 0 1 It 1b 11 8 11! 9 s 2 0 26 
uHESHAM 0 0 It 14 9 s 21! 9 10 0 3 Ill 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 0 1 3 20 10 8 21 8 7 3 1 18 
UISAPPROVE 0 1 7 25 9 8 Ill 6 l 1 2 22 
UNDECIDED 0 0 0 17 0 7 21 7 3 0 0 45 
GOOO INFORMATION 0 5 28 10 10 23 s 2 2 0 l4 
~OT GOOI.l-UfiiOECIDED 0 3 18 8 6 Ill 8 7 3 2 26 
APPROVE TRI-Mt::T 0 1 4 22 12 Ill 9 6 0 h 
Lli~APPRuVE 0 1 !i 25 It ~ 22 4 4 It 2 20 
UNDECIDED 0 0 2 ll 10 5 23 4 5 It It 32 
TRI-MET RIDERS 0 3 23 9 10 24 6 2 3 0 19 
NON-HIDt::RS 0 It 21 9 7 19 7 6 3 1 22 
UIIINERS 0 0 6 27 8 8 23 5 3 I l 18 
HENT OR OTHER 0 l 3 14 10 7 17 10 7 4 2 25 
TOTAL BUSINESS 0 2 4 13 2 4 21t 6 7 2 2 34 
S-21 
I 
!~ OPINIONS ON TAXES INCREASING TO PAY fOR LIGHT RAIL 
Ill ILL Ill ILL UNOE 
INCHEASE NOT ClUED TOTAL 
IOTAL RESIDENTIAL u 23 5 100 
MALE 74 22 4 100 
fEMALE 70 23 7 100 
!8-24 vt.ARS 7b 24 0 100 
~5-34 b9 2b 5 !00 
.j5-44 b~ 2S b 100 
'+5-54 b3 30 7 100 
::>5-b'+ 79 17 4 100 
bS Ok OVER 81 11 1:1 100 
COLLEGE COMPLETE b5 31 4 100 
COLLEGE PAHTIAL 71 23 b !00 
HibH SCHOOL 77 1~ 4 100 
~>RADE OR NO"'E 82 0 11:1 100 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME 70 11:1 12 100 
:HOtOOO-Sl4t999 74 21 5 100 
:~o15t000-S24,999 75 22 3 100 
S25tOOO-S34t9~9 72 22 b 100 
:>35.000 OR "lOilE b1 35 4 100 
tlANfiELO b9 27 4 100 
tlUilNSIOt:. PHI MARY 79 1b 5 100 
t1UilNS10E SECONlJ-TER 74 1~ 7 100 
bHESHAM 79 20 1 100 
APPROVE LIGHT flAIL bb 29 5 100 
UlSAPPROVE 87 10 3 100 
uNDECIDED b9 14 17 100 
bOOU INFORMATION b5 31 4 100 
NOT GOOU-UNOEClDED 78 1b b 100 
APPKOVE TRI-MET bS 30 s 100 
UISAPPROVE 85 12 3 100 
uNOI:ClDEO 74 15 ll 100 
fRl-MET RllJERS 70 25 5 !00 
NON-RIDERS 73 22 5 100 
OWNt:RS 1b 20 4 100 
KENT OR OTHEil b1 25 8 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 91 5 4 100 
S-22 
. " 
!~4 TAXES THAT WILL !"'CREASE 
PROP IN tlUSl~ESS TRI UNOE 
ERTY COME PAYflOLL CITY MET ::.ALES GAS STATE MSO MISC ALL C I OED (SAMPLE) 
fOTAL RESIDENTIAL 72 n j 3 2 0 0 3 4 (287) 
MALE 68 2!! ) 5 2 2 0 0 0 4 It (149) 
~EMALE 76 n ) 1 0 1 0 1 j 3 ( 138) 
!8-24 YEARS 68 26 ) 0 0 3 j 0 0 0 0 j ( 31) 
~5-34 62 ~~ It 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 b ( 85) 
.l~-ltlt b3 34 6 b 2 0 0 0 0 0 ) b ( 35) 
45-~4 75 25 0 b 2 0 j 0 0 3 5 3 ( 36) 
:>5-b4 78 .l4 5 :, 2 5 j 0 0 0 5 0 ( 41) 
f:>5 OR OVER !!8 19 0 1 0 i:! 0 0 0 0 4 1 ( 59) 
c.;OLLEI>E COMPLETE 70 30 5 b 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 2 ( 63) 
COLLEbE PARTIAL 77 a J 5 0 3 2 2 0 0 3 2 ( 84) 
HIGH SCHOOL 70 i::9 3 0 I 2 1 0 0 0 4 5 ( 126) 
bRAUE OR NO'IIE 71 2~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 ( 14) 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME 83 15 2 2 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 ( 48) 
:lol0t000-Sl4t999 70 36 u 1 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 b ( 54) 
a15tOOO-S24t999 73 .lO .. 1 0 1 i:! 0 0 0 5 1 ( 90) 
S25t000-SJ4,999 b1 JO 2 3 2 0 0 2 0 0 7 b ( 46) 
~J5tUOO OR MORE 68 22 4 12 7 6 0 0 0 0 0 7 ( 31) 
t:IANFIELO 72 ~5 b 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 J J (118) 
tlURN!:.IOE PRIMARY 73 2& I 3 1 i:: 1 0 0 1 3 4 (104) 
t:IURNSIOE SECOND-TER 70 ~9 2 0 I 1 1 3 0 0 J 5 ( 89) 
GRESHAM 84 4b 0 13 3 0 0 2 J 0 0 3 ( 61) 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 71 28 3 1 1 2 I 0 0 i:! 3 ( 164) 
UISAPPROVI:. 75 n 6 3 2 2 0 0 0 I 3 3 (103) 
\JNOEClOt::O 70 20 5 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 5 10 ( 20) 
bOOO INFORMATION 76 24 4 4 2 1 0 0 0 3 6 ( 104) 
NOT GOOO-UNDEC10EU 70 29 J 2 1 2 0 0 1 3 2 (183) 
APPROVE TRl-MET 69 ~3 3 3 2 2 1 2 0 0 J J ( 143) 
ulSAPPROVt:: 77 32 .. 3 I 0 0 0 0 1 3 2 ( 105) 
\JNOE.C10EO 72 ~tl 0 3 0 2 j 0 0 0 5 8 ( 39) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 74 JO 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 ( 80) 
NON-RIDERS 71 27 3 4 2 2 1 I 0 1 2 5 (207) 
UWNERS 77 25 .. 3 2 2 0 0 0 3 4 ( 173) 
Ri:.NT OR OTHER 64 J2 1 2 I 1 2 0 0 j 3 ( 114) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 75 ~0 1:1 9 6 0 2 0 0 2 6 2 ( 48) 
S-23 
. ' 
1b RtSPONSI~Lt PARTY ~OH MANAGING t:IANflt:.LO LIGHT HAIL PHOJECT 
THI Dt:.f>T. f£OE.RAL BUSINESS GOLD 
MET Cl TY THANSI'ORT COUNTY M~D GOVT MEN SCHMIDT MISC OK (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL HE.SIUENTIAL 47 c. 2 0 0 0 46 (397) 
MALE 52 c 2 0 0 1 0 41 (20 I) 
fEMALE 42 j 0 1 0 0 1 51 (196) 
18-<!4 YEIIRS 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 61 ( 41) 
t!.!>-34 50 4 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 41 ( 123) 
3!>-44 5~ 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 43 ( 51) 
'+!>-54 54 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 40 ( 57) 
::>5-64 52 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 42 ( 52) 
b5 OH OVER 37 0 1 3 1 2 0 0 1 55 ( 73) 
<.:OLLE.GE COMPLETE b6 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 3<! ( 97) 
<.;ULLE.GE PAH TIAL 45 3 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 48 (119) 
NIGH SCHOOL 41 2 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 51 ( 164) 
GRAUE OR NO'IE 11J 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 5 1l ( 17) 
<.;ESS S!OoOOO INCOME 35 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 511 ( 69) 
11l0o000-514o999 42 3 3 1 0 c 0 0 0 49 ( 73) 
Sl5oOOO-S24o999 52 4 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 41 ( 120) 
:lo25o000-S34o999 44 0 1 2 3 0 0 2 0 411 ( 64) 
:lo35o000 OH MORE 65 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 33 ( 51) 
dANFIELu 48 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 .. 9 (170) 
t:IURNSIDE PRIMARY 44 3 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 48 (131) 
t:IURNSIDE SE.COND-TER 39 5 2 2 2 0 0 0 1 49 (121) 
GRESHAM 75 0 0 0 i! 0 0 0 0 23 ( 77) 
APPROVE LIGrtT RAIL 48 2 2 2 1 0 0 0 1 44 (250) 
UISAI'PHUVE 411 3 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 .. 5 ( 118) 
UNLlt:.CIDI:.D 34 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6b ( 29) 
GOOD INFORMATION 55 0 2 3 0 0 0 311 (161) 
NOT GUOO-UNOtCIDED 42 3 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 52 (236) 
APPROVE TRl-MET 47 i! 2 0 1 0 0 0 H (220) 
UISAPPROVE !>0 c. 1 3 0 0 1 0 0 43 ( 124) 
LINDECIDtO 4<! 1 0 0 2 2 0 2 2 49 ( 53) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 48 2 0 0 1 0 0 47 ( 115) 
NON-HIDERS 47 2 2 1 0 0 u 46 (282) 
LIIIINE.HS 54 l 1 1 2 0 0 0 1 .. o (227) 
HENT OR OTHER 39 3 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 5 .. (170) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 57 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 38 ( 53) 
S-24 
11 APPHOVAL Of LIGHT HAIL BEING OPERATEO HY TH!-MET 
UNDE 
APPROVE UISAPPROVE CIOED TOTAL 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 55 32 13 100 
I'IALE 54 37 9 100 
fEMALE. 57 2b 17 100 
18-24 YEARS 83 10 7 100 
~5-34 63 27 10 100 
J5-44 47 39 14 100 
'+!>-S4 4~ 3!:1 23 100 
~5-64 46 39 15 100 
b!) OH OVER 49 37 14 100 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 68 Ill 14 100 
lULLI:.GE PARTIAL 46 41 13 100 
HIGH SCHOOL S6 34 10 100 
tiRAUE OR NONE 41 Ill 41 100 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 57 27 16 100 
li10o000-Sl4o999 56 3b ll 100 
~1So000-S24o999 57 25 Ill 100 
,.25o000-S34o9~9 55 33 12 100 
HSoOOO OR HOHE 55 3!:i 10 100 
dANfiELD 6~ 26 12 100 
t:IUHNSIDE PHIHARY !:16 36 8 100 
dURNSIDE. SECOND-TER 53 3S 12 100 
GRESHAM 36 30 34 100 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 70 20 10 100 
DISAPPROVE 31 55 14 100 
UNDECIDED 28 34 38 100 
tiOOD INfORMATION 63 28 9 100 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 50 34 16 100 
APPHOVE TRI-HET 100 0 0 100 
LIISAI'PROVE. 0 100 0 100 
UNDEClDEO 0 0 100 100 
TRI-HE.T RIDERS 60 23 17 100 
NON-HIOE.HS 5'> 34 12 100 
OIINEHS 51 36 13 100 
HENT OR OTHE.H 62 24 14 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 51 41 8 100 
S-25 
17A REASONS FOR APPROviNG OF LIGHf HAlL ~EINti UPEHATED NY TRI-MET 
EXPER 60UU ONE l:lOUY Dt.SlGN Nt.GA QUAL CAREFUL 
lENCE t:ILISE.S HANDLE IT fARES TlVE IFY FUNDS MISC DK (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RE.SlDENTlAL 49 .l't 11 2 0 0 0 6 (220) 
MALE 49 3~ 11 2 0 1 1 0 0 7 (109) 
ft.MALE 49 37 9 4 1 0 0 0 0 5 (111) 
18-24 YEARS 53 44 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 34) 
~5-34 45 Jtl t! 3 1 1 1 0 0 ~ ( 78) 
J0>-44 46 2~ d 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 ( 24) 
.. s-:. .. 71 ~~ 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 ( 24) 
::>5-64 2~ 3!! 25 4 0 u 0 0 0 t! ( 24) 
o5 OR OVER 53 ~t! 11 5 0 0 0 0 0 j ( 36) 
LOLLEGE COMPLETE 56 24 12 3 0 0 0 0 0 5 ( 66) 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 53 34 ll ~ 2 0 0 0 0 3 ( 55) 
HIGH SCHOOL 40 42 9 4 1 1 1 0 0 7 ( 92) 
6RAOE OR NOlliE 57 4.l 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 7) 
LESS 510,000 INCOME 54 41 t! 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 ( 39) 
1ilOo000-514o99~ 44 4't 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 7 ( 41) 
~15ou00-$24o999 51 ~~ B 2 3 1 ~ 0 0 7 ( 69) 
i25t000-534o99<,1 54 jO, 14 .l 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 35) 
~35t000 OR MORE 4o 33 17 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 28) 
dANFIELD 47 .l4 13 2 ~ 0 0 0 0 5 (105) 
t:IURNSIDE PRIMARY 43 31 12 7 0 1 0 1 0 3 ( 74) 
rlURNSlDt:: SECONO-TER 52 34 9 3 0 0 2 0 0 6 ( 64) 
6HESHAM 4o 3b 11 0 0 0 u 0 0 7 ( 28) 
APPROVE Ll6HT RAIL 51 .l4 B 3 1 1 0 0 0 5 ( 176) 
UISAPPROVE 3~ Jj 22 j 0 0 0 0 0 9 ( 36) 
UNDECIDED 38 010 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 8) 
6000 INFORMATION 4<,1 Jo 11 5 0 0 0 0 0 .l ( 102) 
NOT GOOU-U~OEClDED 48 33 11 0 2 1 1 0 0 7 ( 118) 
APPROVE TRI-MET 49 34 11 2 1 1 0 0 0 6 (220) 
LJISAPPROVE 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0) 
UNUEClDED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 43 40 10 4 2 0 0 0 0 5 ( 69) 
NON-HIDERS 51 32 11 2 1 0 1 0 0 5 ( 151) 
OWNERS ltB 31 15 3 0 0 0 0 0 6 ( 115) 
KENT OR OTHER 50 3!! 5 2 2 1 1 0 0 b (105) 
TOTAL BUSINE.SS 59 74 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 27) 
S-26 
" . 
11A HEASONS FOR DISAPt'HOVING OF UGHT RAIL I:!EING OPERATED BY TRI-ME.T 
POOR wASTE TOO RAISE INCREASE PHEFER POOH TRI-HET POORLY SAFETY UNUE 
RE.CORU MONt:Y I:!IG FAHES TAXES uOVT BUSINESS DHIVERS PLANNED RECORU HISC CIDED (SAMPLE) 
TOTA.L RESIUENTIAL ~2 J1 17 12 B b 2 b 2 ( 124) 
MALE 37 J7 14 12 11 10 b 2 1 2 5 0 ( 73) 
~EMALE. 49 a 21 14 2 2 b 2 2 2 5 
" 
( 51) 
18-..:!4 YEARS 75 .:!5 0 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 4) 
~5-34 55 J3 12 15 b b ':1 3 0 3 3 0 ( 33) 
35-44 b5 15 15 15 5 5 0 5 0 0 0 5 ( 20) 
45-54 35 40 25 10 15 5 5 0 0 5 5 0 ( 20) 
55-bit 20 30 25 5 15 5 10 0 10 0 :; 5 ( 20) 
t>5 OH OVER 2b 33 15 11 0 11 ll 0 0 0 15 0 ( 27) 
1;0LLEGE COMPLETE 47 35 b 18 12 0 b 0 0 0 5 b ( 17) 
I:OLLEGE PARTIAL 49 J1 10 10 6 1:1 b 0 ~ 5 ~ 0 ( 49) 
niGH SCHOOL 35 JO 21! 12 8 7 1 2 0 0 7 0 ( 55) 
liHADE OR NONE 33 0 0 34 0 0 0 33 0 0 0 33 ( 3) 
LE!>S S10t000 INCOME 32 15 1b 16 0 10 0 0 0 0 27 0 ( 19) 
uo.ooo-U4,99':1 54 J4 1b 
" 
7 ll ll 0 0 0 0 4 ( 26) 
:o15tOOO-S24t999 47 40 1U 20 6 10 ~ 3 3 0 4 0 ( 30) 
i25t000-$34,999 43 .:!4 1':1 14 5 0 9 5 0 10 0 0 ( 21) 
i35t000 OR MOHE 39 J9 22 17 11 0 5 0 0 0 b 5 ( 18) 
t:IANF1ELD 3b 32 12 11 9 ..:! 0 2 3 ~ 2 ( 44) 
t:IURNSIDE PRIHAHY 32 Jb 11 9 15 10 ~ 0 0 3 12 2 ( 47) 
t:IUHN:O.lUE SECOND-TER 49 23 23 17 4 5 1 5 2 0 2 0 ( 43) 
liHESHAM 52 J9 1J 5 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 9 ( 23) 
APPROVE liGHT RAIL 4b .:!1 1B 19 8 7 6 4 0 2 2 2 ( 48) 
UISAPPHOVE 38 35 1b 11 6 8 7 0 3 2 9 1 ( 66) 
UNDt::CIOE.D 50 50 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 10) 
bOOD INFORMATION 3b JO 18 11 10 4 0 0 0 0 11 0 ( 44) 
~OT GOOu-UNDECIDED 45 J1 1b 14 6 8 10 2 3 2 j 2 ( 80) 
APPROVE TRI-HET 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0) 
o.liSAPPROVE 42 31 17 12 8 6 1 1 2 1 b 2 ( 124) 
UNUt:CIDED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 41 29 19 26 11 0 4 0 0 0 1 
" 
( 27) 
•~ON-H IUt.H S 42 J1 17 9 6 8 tl 2 2 2 5 1 ( 97) 
UIIINERS 38 30 15 10 8 b 8 0 2 0 7 3 ( 82) 
HENT OR OTHER 50 J1 21 19 5 7 ::> 5 0 5 2 0 ( 42) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 32 59 54 0 14 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 ( 22) 
S-27 
' ' 
l~ fHEQU~NCY Of TRI-MtT HID~HSHI~ DURING PA~T MONTH 
2-6 30+ UNUE 
NONE ONCE TIMES 7·!<? iJ-29 TIMES CIOEU TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 69 2 10 b b 7 0 100 (397) 
MALE 72 2 9 3 b 8 0 lUO (201) 
FEMALE bb 2 11 y b 6 0 100 ( 196) 
lll-24 YEARS 61 0 5 7 12 15 0 100 ( ~I) 
c5-34 70 2 9 5 b 8 0 100 ( 123) 
.J5•44 13 2 11 4 4 b 0 100 ( 51) 
'+5-54 61! 4 10 7 .. 7 0 100 ( 57) 
:>5-64 77 0 4 6 1 b 0 100 ( 52) 
b5 OR OYER 64 3 17 tl 4 4 0 lUO ( 73) 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 66 10 b 10 0 lOU ( 97) 
COLLICGE PARTIAL b6 4 11 tl 5 6 0 100 ( 119) 
HIGH SCHOOL 73 I 8 4 f 7 0 100 ( 16~) 
tiHADI:. OR NO:>jE 71 5 12 12 0 0 0 100 ( 17) 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME 72 2 9 4 b 7 0 100 ( 69) 
il0t000-$l4t999 59 3 11 12 10 5 0 100 ( 73) 
•15tUOO·S24t999 69 1 12 b 7 5 0 100 (120) 
•Z5tOOO·S34t9Y9 75 3 6 2 2 12 0 100 ( 6~) 
S35t000 OR MOHE 63 4 9 ll 4 12 0 100 ( 51) 
~ANFI~LD 61 3 12 <J 1 8 0 100 (170) 
I:IUHNSIOE PHI MARY 70 1 10 4 1 8 0 100 ( 131) 
t:IUiWSIDE SI:.CONO-TER 74 3 8 j 4 8 0 100 (121) 
tiHESHAH 69 1 9 7 13 1 0 100 ( 77) 
APPHOYE LIG1'1T RAIL 67 3 1 b 7 10 0 100 (250) 
DISAPPROVE 7b 1 12 5 J 3 0 lOU ( 118) 
UNOEC IDEO 55 4 20 11 7 3 0 lUO ( 29) 
tiOOD INFORMATION 67 1 11 7 b 8 0 100 ( 161) 
~OT GOOO-UNOECIDED 70 3 9 6 5 7 0 100 (236) 
APPROVE TRI-MET 66 3 8 8 5 10 0 100 (220) 
UISAPPROVE 77 1 14 1 5 2 0 100 ( 12~) 
UNDECID~D 60 4 6 lJ tl 9 0 100 ( 53) 
IRI•MI:.T RIDERS 0 0 34 21 20 25 0 100 (115) 
~ON·HID~HS 97 3 0 0 0 0 0 lUO (282) 
UIIINERS 73 3 8 6 4 6 0 100 (227) 
HENT DR OTHER 64 1 11 b <J 9 0 100 ( 170) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 85 0 7 0 ll 0 0 100 ( 53) 
5-28 
1d THI-H~T HIDERS 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 
MALE 
FEMALE 
18-24 YEARS 
~5-J4 
JS-44 
4~-5'+ 
~S-64 
1>5 UH OVER 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 
HIGH SCHOOL 
liRAOE OR NONt: 
LESS 510t000 INCOME 
~10t000-U4t99~ 
~15tOOO-S~4t999 
~25tOOO-S.34t999 
~.3St000 OR HURt: 
dANFIELO 
dURNSIOE. PRIMARY 
dUHNSIOE SECONO-TER 
bHESHAM 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 
DISAPPROVE 
UNDECIDED 
6000 INFOHMATION 
NOT GOOU-UNDECIOEO 
APPHOVE THI-MET 
LIISAPPRUVE 
LINUECIDE.O 
TRI-ME.T RIOt.RS 
NON-RIDERS 
OWNEHS 
RENT OR OTHER 
TOTAL bUSINESS 
HIDERS 
26 
32 
39 
28 
25 
28 
23 
33 
33 
30 
21> 
24 
26 
38 
30 
22 
33 
36 
29 
23 
30 
JO 
23 
41 
32 
27 
31 
22 
36 
100 
0 
24 
35 
15 
NON 
RIU~HS 
71 
74 
68 
61 
72 
75 
72 
71 
67 
67 
70 
74 
71> 
74 
62 
70 
78 
67 
64 
71 
71 
70 
70 
71 
59 
bd 
7.3 
0 
100 
85 
S-29 
1~ tffECT Of LIGHT HAIL CONSTRUCTION ON ~USINESSES 
NEITHER UNDE 
HARM HtLP BOTH CIDED TOTAL 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 6~ 7 11:1 8 100 
HALE 1:18 7 19 6 100 
fEMALE 71 b 13 10 100 
11:1-24 YI:.AflS 1:15 J 12 0 100 
~!>-34 61:1 ~ ltl 6 100 
-'!>-44 76 2 12 10 100 
'+S-!>4 60 12 14 14 100 
:>5-1:14 75 2 15 8 100 
1:15 OH OVER 60 7 23 10 100 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 71 4 16 9 100 
COLLEGE PAIHIAL 74 3 11 6 100 
tilGH SCHOOL 65 10 17 8 100 
tiRADE OR NOlliE 6~ 6 17 12 100 
LESS $10,000 INCOME 68 9 16 7 100 
uo.ooo-u4,999 68 10 14 8 100 
U5t000-S24,999 68 1:1 16 8 100 
•2!>o000-S34t999 72 1 1~ 8 100 
~35tOOO OH MORE 76 2 18 4 100 
dANflELD 63 6 22 9 100 
dURNSIDE PRIMARY 74 II 15 3 100 
dURNSIDE SECOND-TEH 74 7 12 7 100 
uRESHAM 71 b 15 8 100 
APPHOVE liGHT RAIL 69 9 16 6 100 
UISAPPROVE 76 2 17 5 100 
<JNDECIDED 45 J 14 38 100 
bOOU INFORMATION 66 9 16 9 100 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 71 5 17 7 100 
APPHOVE TRI-MET 68 8 17 7 100 
UlSAPPROVE 74 4 15 7 100 
<JNOECIDED 1:12 6 21 11 100 
TRI-MET RIDERS 61 6 22 11 100 
NON-tHDERS 7J b 15 6 100 
OWNERS 67 4 21 8 100 
HENT OR OTHEH 72 9 11 8 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 85 4 5 6 100 
S-30 
cO EfftCT Of LIGHT RAIL OPEHATION ON ~USINESSES 
NEITHER UNDE 
Ht::LP HARM BOTH ClUED TOTAL 
fOTAL RESIDENTIAL 54 1'+ 22 10 100 
MALE 5J 15 27 5 100 
fi:.MALE ss 14 17 1'+ 100 
18-<!4 YEARS 1:13 0 15 2 100 
c5-34 60 1b 17 7 100 
_j~-4'+ 59 10 15 1b 100 
.. 5-S4 39 15 34 1<! 100 
:>5-&4 48 25 19 8 100 
oS OR OVER '+0 lJ JJ 14 100 
COLLI:.GE COMPLETE b3 7 19 11 100 
COLLEGE PAHTIAL 5~ 14 22 9 100 
r1IGH SCHOOL 47 19 25 9 100 
GRAUt Oil NU:-!E b5 b 11 18 100 
LESS i10t000 INCOME 45 19 21l 1b 100 
~10t000-S1'+t999 58 8 24 10 100 
:ol5tOOO-S24,999 57 IS 20 8 100 
:o~5.ooo-sJ4,999 b3 9 19 9 100 
:o35t000 OR !10HE 49 22 21 1:1 100 
~ANflELO 57 7 27 9 100 
tlURN::.IDE PRIMARY 50 2b 21 3 100 
<!UHNSIDE SECONU-TER ~5 2S 10 10 100 
uRESHAM <t9 4 JO 17 100 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 72 b 16 6 100 
tHSAPPROVE 19 34 3b II 100 
UNDt::ClDED Jt! 10 I" 31! 100 
l:iOOD INfORMATION 6] 12 18 7 100 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 4!! 1b 25 11 100 
APPROVE TRI-MET 69 7 19 5 100 
uiSAPPROVE 36 27 25 12 100 
UNDECIDED 32 15 30 23 100 
fRI-HET RIDERS 55 9 25 11 100 
NON-tHDERS 5<t 16 21 9 100 
OW NEilS 49 17 2b ll 100 
HENT OR OTHE.R 611 1~ 16 12 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 47 23 21 9 100 
s- 31 
> ' 
~OA kEASONS LIGHT HAIL wiLL HELP t:lUS11~ESS ALONb ITS ROUTE. 
t:ltHNli A WAHl SHOP i:lUSINESS QUAL! LESS ENHANCE 
ACCESS Pt.OPLE. i:lUSINESS STATIONS UEVELOP fill) COt~GEST AREA CHEAPEH FASTER MlSC DK (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 32 29 1i:l 19 7 3 2 2 2 0 0 3 (214) 
MALE 28 .JO 20 21 9 4 2 2 1 2 0 1 (106) 
FEMALE .36 ~!j 11 15 6 2 2 2 2 0 0 5 ( 108) 
18-24 YEARS 38 .J3 11 6 3 0 6 0 0 3 0 9 ( 34) 
~5-.34 27 ~!j 23 23 8 7 2 1 0 0 0 1 ( 74) 
.J5-44 37 26 30 24 10 0 .j 0 0 0 0 0 ( 30) 
'+!:>-54 27 32 1i:l Hl 0 0 5 9 0 0 0 0 ( 22) 
:>5-b4 40 .32 12 4 !l 4 0 0 4 4 0 4 ( 25) 
o5 OR OVER 31 21 10 21:l 13 0 0 4 7 0 0 3 ( 29) 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 30 .32 21l 18 7 3 2 0 1 0 0 0 ( 61) 
!,;OLLlGE PAHTIAL 38 .JO 14 21 6 0 ~ 3 3 0 0 0 ( 65) 
HIGH SCHOOL 29 C7 H 11 10 5 .3 2 0 3 0 4 (77) 
bHAL)l OR NONE 36 9 10 9 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 27 ( 11) 
LESS SlOoOOO INCOME 52 16 9 10 7 3 j 0 6 0 0 7 ( 31) 
u 0. 000-514.999 29 .33 2b 19 7 3 ~ 2 0 0 0 0 ( 42) 
U5oOOO-S24o999 25 .34 13 18 9 2 j 2 0 1 0 .3 ( 69) 
S25oOOO-S34o999 30 JO 17 28 12 3 2 3 2 0 0 j ( 40) 
)35o000 OR !OIOHE 36 12 36 20 0 4 u 4 0 4 0 0 ( 25) 
t:IANFIELD 32 .30 19 23 5 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 ( 97l 
t:lURNSIDE PRIMARY 28 J5 1 7 9 9 5 6 2 0 4 0 2 ( 65) 
dURNSIDE SECOND-TER 34 .u 19 17 7 3 J 6 1 0 0 5 ( 67) 
uHESHAM 39 37 16 8 3 2 j 0 0 0 0 0 ( 38) 
APPHOVE LIGHT HAIL 33 JO 19 17 6 3 2 2 1 1 0 4 (180) 
UISAPPROVE 13 26 13 35 17 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 23) 
vNUECIDlD 64 9 1!! 9 9 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 ( 11) 
liOOU INFORMATION 23 <::!! 21 21 12 1 j 4 0 4 ( 101) 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 41 <::!! 17 16 3 5 2 0 0 2 ( 113) 
APPROVE TRI-MlT 32 28 11:l 17 7 3 j 2 1 1 0 3 ( 152) 
LJISAPF'ROVE .36 ~4 11l 29 9 0 2 2 2 0 0 2 ( 45) 
uNLJECIDED 24 47 23 0 12 b 0 0 0 0 0 b ( 17) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 25 29 30 13 8 5 0 3 2 0 3 ( 63) 
liON-H 1 DERS 35 29 13 21 7 2 4 1 1 0 3 (151) 
UWNt.RS 34 25 21 19 10 1 0 2 2 0 2 ( 112) 
HENT OR OTHER 30 JJ 15 l!l 5 5 5 2 0 0 4 (102) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 8 btl 24 8 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 ( 25) 
s- 32 
~UA HEASONS LIGHT RAiL WILL HARM tlUS1Nt::SS ALON6 If:> ROUTt:: 
NO WHISK tiiiRtHEH CONSTHUC FEWER SHOP MOVE PROt> 
ACCt. :iS llY FOOT TION CARS SAFETY DOWNTOWN CORRIDOR EHTY MlSC OK (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 42 30 19 5 4 4 0 0 b 3 (57) 
•~ALE 40 40 10 10 0 7 0 0 0 b 4 (30) 
n.MALE 44 19 30 0 1 0 4 0 0 3 It (27) 
18-24 YEARS 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 0) 
~5-34 35 45 15 15 u 10 0 0 0 0 0 (20) 
-'5-44 20 20 ~u 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 20 ( Sl 
45-54 22 22 12 u ll 0 ll 0 0 22 ll ( 9) 
:>5-&4 54 311 23 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 (13) 
1>5 OH OVER 70 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 (10) 
~OLLEGE COMPLt::TE 29 211 0 14 u 15 14 0 0 0 lit ( 7) 
COLLt::GE PAH T lAL 35 &5 12 0 0 b 0 0 0 b 0 ( 17) 
r1lGH SCHOOL 47 12 2Y b b 0 0 0 0 b 3 (32) 
GRAUE OR NO'IE 100 il 0 u u 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 1) 
LESS Uo,ooo INCOME 54 tl 3!:1 u u 0 0 0 0 8 7 (13) 
:o10tOOO-Uit,999 17 33 50 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 ( 6) 
u5,ooo-,;24,999 47 18 ll 12 b b 0 0 0 b b ( 17) 
1i25tOOO-!i34,999 33 &1 u u 17 1& 0 0 0 0 0 ( 6) 
H5t000 OR >40HE 3& 55 9 'I 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 (11) 
IIANFlt::LO 33 50 25 0 u 0 0 0 0 9 0 (12) 
IIURNSlDE PRIMARY 44 47 12 j u 3 0 0 0 0 b (34) 
IIUHNSIOE SI:.CONU-TER 47 1& 20 10 1 3 4 0 0 3 3 (30) 
bRESHAM 33 34 u 0 u 0 0 0 0 33 0 ( 3) 
APPHOVE L1Gr1T RAIL 29 35 3& 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 ( 14) 
uiSAPPROVE 47 30 15 5 j 5 2 0 0 8 0 (40) 
uNDECIDED 33 u 0 0 34 0 0 0 0 0 33 ( 3} 
600U INFORMATION 50 30 20 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 5 (20) 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 3!:! 30 111 9 2 j 3 0 0 tl 3 07) 
APPROVE TRl-MET 31 25 44 13 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 (16) 
UlSAPPROVE 45 31 y 3 j 3 3 0 0 3 3 (33} 
uNOt.ClUED 50 lJ 1~ 0 lJ 12 0 0 0 25 13 ( B) 
TRI-MET RIDERS 27 55 111 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 9 (11) 
NON-RIDERS It& 24 1Y 7 4 4 3 0 0 b 2 (46) 
OWNERS 4& 22 21 b ~ 3 3 0 0 5 b (37) 
>CENT OR OTHER 35 45 15 5 5 5 0 0 0 5 0 (30) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 17 58 8 u 'l 0 0 0 8 0 0 (12) 
S-33 
cl HETHOUS TO LESSEN CONSTRUCTION IMPACT OF LIGHT HAIL 
ALLOW ~ORK QUICr< NIGHT ALL AT KE.tP KI::EP NON- DON•T 
ACCESS SECTIONS wORK WDHK ONCE II'IFO~M CLEAN UNION BUILD NOTHING HISC OK 
roTAL RtSID~NTIAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
MALt: 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
fEMALE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
lB-l<t YE.AHS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
c~-3'+ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
J5-lt4 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
lt~-5'+ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
:>5-6'+ 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
1>5 OR OVER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
rli<;H SCHOOL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tiRADE. OH NONE 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
LESS SlOoOOU INCOME 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
uo.ooo-u<t.99~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
:ol5oOOO-S2'+o999 0 0 u 0 0 0 u. 0 0 0 0 0 
i25oOOO-S31to999 0 0 u 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
:o35oUOO OR MORE 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tMNFIE.LO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tlURN~IDE PHIMAHY 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
t:!URNSIDE SI:.COND-TER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
tiHESHAM 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
APPHOIIE LIGHT RAIL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 
UISAPPROVE 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UNDECIDED 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
GOOD INFORMATION 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
APPROVE TRI-MET 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UI~APPROVE 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UNDECIDED 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
THI-MET RIDERS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
•~ON-R 1 DERS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
UWNEHS 0 0 0 0 0 0 u 0 0 0 0 0 
HENT OR OTHEH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
TOTAL BUSINESS 23 9 21 9 2 2 2 2 9 2 0 32 
S-34 
~~ AHILITY TO THANSf£~ BEHII:.EN LlbHT HAlL AND TRI-HET BUSES 
WILL Ill ILL UNDE 
HIANSfEH NOT ClUED TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL HESIDENTlAL 71> 7 17 100 (397) 
1'4ALE 77 b 17 !00 (201) 
fEMALI:. 74 ~ 17 100 ( 196) 
Ul-24 YEARS 7b ~ 15 100 ( 41) 
~5-34 75 9 16 100 ( 123) 
J5-44 73 7 20 100 ( 51) 
'+5-54 74 15 11 100 ( 57) 
:>5-64 85 u 15 100 ( 52) 
D5 DH OVER 74 3 23 100 ( 73) 
COLL~GE COMPLETE 79 11 10 100 ( 97) 
~OLLEGE PAFH IAL 7b 7 17 100 ( 119) 
HIGH !.CHOOL 74 b 20 100 ( 164) 
tiHAOE OR NONE 59 17 24 100 ( 17) 
LESS UO,OOO INCOME b7 8 25 100 ( 69) 
UOtOOO-U4t999 79 {) 15 100 ( 73) 
u5,ooo-s24,999 81 b IJ lOO (120) 
:.25t000-$34t999 1>6 7 27 100 ( 64) 
)35,000 OR MOHI:. 82 14 4 100 ( 51) 
tiANf1ELO 78 5 17 100 (170) 
dUHNSIDt:: PRIMARY 77 7 11> 100 (131) 
dUHNSIDI:. !.ECONO-TER 71> 9 15 100 ( 121) 
tiRI:.SHAM bO 23 17 100 ( 77) 
APPROVE LlGtiT RAIL 82 b 12 100 (250) 
UISAPPROVE b8 IO 22 100 (118) 
uNOt:CIDED 52 10 38 100 ( 29) 
GOOD INFOHMATION 113 5 12 100 ( 161) 
~OT GOOO-UNDEClDED 70 10 20 100 (2 36) 
APPHOVt: TRI-M£l 84 4 12 100 (220) 
UISAPPROVE. b3 13 24 100 ( 124) 
UNOECIDED 72 ~ 19 100 ( 53) 
fRI-Ht:T RIDEFIS 80 !I 12 100 ( 115) 
NON-HIOI::RS 74 7 1~ 100 (282) 
OIIINERS 75 {) 19 100 (227) 
HI:.NT OR OTHEH 7b 9 15 100 (170) 
fOTAL BUSINESS 89 3 8 100 ( 53) 
s- 35 
~~A EASE OF TRANSFER HI:. TwEEN LIGHT RAIL AND Tid-ME. T BUSES 
VERY SUM!:: wHAT NOT LINDE 
EASY EASY TOO CIDED TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
fOTAL RESIDENTIAL Jb 44 13 7 100 (300) 
MALE 35 4!:1 12 8 100 (155) 
FEMALE 3b 45 14 5 100 ( 145) 
18-~4 YEARS 2b 58 lb 0 100 ( 31) 
~5-34 34 50 12 4 100 ( 92) 
j!:J-4'+ 4b 40 b B 100 ( 37) 
'+5-!:14 43 33 14 10 100 ( 42) 
:>5-b'+ 41 3~ 13 7 100 ( 44) 
b5 OR OVER 28 44 17 11 100 ( 54) 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 45 43 1:1 4 100 (77) 
(;OLLEGE PARTIAL 30 44 14 12 100 ( 9ll 
r1IGH SCHOOL 37 44 15 4 100 ( 122) 
GRADE OR NONE 0 70 20 10 100 ( 10) 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 37 39 13 11 100 ( 46) 
i10oOOO-'Iil4o~99 31 5!:1 9 5 100 ( 58) 
:!il!>oOOO-'Ii24o~99 34 44 17 5 100 ( 97) 
i25oOOO-'Ii34o9~9 Jb 47 15 2 100 ( 42) 
S35o000 OR "'ORE. 45 3b 7 12 100 ( 42) 
~ANFIELD 41 42 9 8 100 ( 133) 
tlURNS IDE PRIMARY 3b 43 111 3 100 ( 101) 
dURNSIDE SECONU-TER 25 51 lb II 100 ( 92) 
tiRESHAM 43 44 13 0 100 ( 46) 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 40 411 7 5 100 (205) 
LIISAPPROVE 29 33 211 10 100 ( 80) 
oJNUEClDlD 13 bO 14 13 100 ( 15) 
tiOOU INFORMATION 43 41 12 4 100 ( 134) 
NOT GOOU-UNDECIOED 30 47 15 8 100 ( 166) 
APPROVE TRI-MET 42 47 II 3 100 (184) 
LIISAf'f'ROVE 21 3~ 23 l7 100 ( 78) 
LINUECIUE.D 31 42 111 3 100 ( 38) 
fRI-MET RIUERS 35 47 13 5 100 ( 92) 
'ION-RIDE.RS 3b 44 13 7 100 (208) 
UWNI:.RS 3b 40 15 9 100 (171) 
t<ENT OR OTHER 35 51 10 4 100 (129) 
TOTAL BUSINESS 30 57 13 0 100 ( 47) 
s- 36 
cJ COST Of RIDING LlGHI RAIL COMPARE.U TO RIUlNI,; BUS 
LIGHT RAIL LIGHT RAIL UNOE 
COST MORt. COST LESS SAME CIOEO TOTAL (SAMPLE) 
TOTAL RtSIDENTIAL 58 2( 8 100 (397) 
r4ALE 52 b 32 10 100 (201) 
fEMALt b4 9 21 6 100 ( 196) 
18-24 YEARS 68 1U 20 2 100 ( 41) 
25-34 58 8 27 7 100 ( 123) 
.J5-'+'+ 51 10 31 8 100 ( 51) 
'+5-5'+ 51 9 31 'I 100 ( 57) 
:>5-b'+ b2 1 31 b 100 ( 52) 
1>5 Oil OVER 59 7 19 15 100 ( 73) 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 53 3 35 9 100 ( 97) 
..;OLLEGE PARTIAL 58 9 25 8 100 ( 119) 
HIGH SCHOOL 58 10 25 7 100 ( 164) 
uHAOE. OR NONE 82 u 0 18 100 ( 17) 
LESS i10o000 INCOME 54 13 23 10 100 ( 69) 
~10oUUO-Sl4o999 56 I u 24 10 100 ( 73) 
~15o000-$2'+o':l99 59 b 28 7 100 ( 120) 
~c5o000-S3'+o99'll 59 I! 28 5 100 ( 64) 
~35o000 OR '40RE 59 2 29 10 100 ( 51) 
ISANFIE.LD 53 b 35 6 100 ( 170) 
tSURIIISIOE PRIMARY b2 7 28 3 100 ( 131) 
t!URNSIOE SECONU-TER 55 10 23 12 100 ( 121) 
l>HESHAM 79 5 tl 8 100 (77) 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 53 9 32 6 100 (250) 
UISAf'PROVt:: 71 5 16 8 100 (118) 
UNDt::CIOEO 41 11 2'+ 24 100 ( 29) 
t.;OOO INFORMATION 59 5 30 6 100 ( 161) 
NOT GDOO-UNDECIDED 57 9 24 10 100 (236) 
APPROVE TRI-MET 53 b 35 b 100 (220) 
UISAPPROVE 60 12 18 10 100 ( 124) 
<JNOEClOE.D 72 3 1'+ 11 100 ( 53) 
TRI-ME.T RIDERS 63 5 27 5 100 ( 115) 
·~ON-RIDtRS 5b 8 27 9 100 (282) 
OwNt::RS 57 b 27 10 100 (227) 
<lENT OR OTHER 58 11 25 6 100 ( 170) 
TOTAL BUSINESS b2 4 26 tl 100 ( 53) 
S-37 
c'+ IMPORTANCE OF MASS TRANSIT ON ARE:.A 1 5 ECONOMY 
VERY SOMEWHAT NOT NOT AT UNDE 
IMPORTANT IMPORTANT roo ALL CIDE:.D TOTAL 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 49 31 13 5 2 100 
HALE 47 31 13 b 3 100 
FEMALE 51 31 13 4 I 100 
18-~4 YEARS bl 27 12 0 0 100 
c5-34 49 40 7 2 2 100 
.i5-'+'+ 53 31 12 2 2 100 
45-54 S3 21 I'+ 7 5 100 
':>5-b4 50 I'll 2~ 4 2 100 
t>5 OR OVER 37 33 lb 11 3 100 
I,;OLLEGE COMPLETE 54 3C 7 3 4 100 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 50 29 14 4 3 100 
rHGH SCHOOL 47 3~ 14 b I 100 
uRADE OR NONE 41 30 23 0 b 100 
LESS SlOoOOO INCOME 51 27 10 11 1 100 
:al0o000-Sl'+t999 49 ]b 12 2 1 100 
:>l5t000-$~4,999 51 27 Ill 1 3 100 
:a2!lt000-534o999 52 34 b b 2 100 
)J!ltOOO Of< MORE 39 3b 15 4 6 100 
t!ANFIELD 49 ]b II 3 1 100 
tiURNSIDE PRIMARY 52 27 13 7 1 100 
tiURNSlDE SECONLl-TER 50 30 ~~ 6 2 100 
bRESHAM 44 21 1"' 2 8 100 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 63 29 b 1 1 100 
UISAPPRUVE 24 30 31 12 3 100 
UNOECIDE:.D 34 45 7 7 7 100 
uOOD INFORMATION S3 211 12 5 2 100 
NOT GOOO-UN~E:.CIDEO 46 33 14 5 2 100 
AI'PROVE TRI-MET 5S 3!> 7 2 100 
ulSAPPROVt:. j~ 29 20 8 4 100 
uNUf.CIDED 49 I~ 23 5 4 100 
TRI-MET RIDERS 53 28 12 4 3 100 
NON-RIDERS 48 32 13 5 2 100 
UIINERS 47 31 14 5 3 100 
r<t::NT OR OTHER 52 32 11 3 2 100 
TOTAL BUSINESS 72 22 b 0 0 100 
S-38 
~~ LI6HT RAIL WILL PAY fOR ITSELf OUT Of FARES 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGREE 4 3 2 DISAGREE OK AV6 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL ll 9 l7 19 41 3 22.7 
P4ALE t! 9 ~~ 19 48 21.0 
FEMALE 13 10 lt! ~~ 34 4 24.4 
18-2it YEAR!> 27 12 17 ~0 22 2 Jo.J 
.::5-Jit 7 12 20 28 31 2 23.4 
35-44 4 10 23 20 39 4 21.0 
'+!>-!>it 14 9 10 9 56 2 2l.it 
~5-oit 12 3 20 15 50 0 21.2 
o5 OH OVER 8 8 10 lt! 51 5 20.0 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 9 11 13 23 itl 3 22.1 
CULLE:GE PARTIAL 13 5 l 7 23 40 2 22.6 
HIGH SCHOOL 10 12 16 16 43 3 22.6 
6RADE OR NO"'E 12 6 3~ lll 29 0 25.3 
Lt::SS UOoOOO INCOME l7 9 19 12 37 6 25.it 
uo.ooo-5lit,999 14 12 19 ~!l 24 3 2o.2 
us.ooo-,24,999 9 11 l<t 11! itS 3 21.8 
~2:>oOOO-,J4o999 6 7 21! l7 42 0 21.7 
SJ5o000 OR 140Rt:: 10 4 !! 0:::5 51 2 19.4 
t!ANFIELD 11 12 15 ~~ 3!! 3 23.5 
dUHNSlDE PRIMARy 16 10 20 17 34 J ~5.!:> 
r:IUHNSlDE. St::COND-TER 8 5 2J ~0 42 2 21.6 
uHESHAM 6 8 9 16 58 3 18.5 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 14 12 22 23 27 2 26.1 
DISAPPROVE 5 3 6 14 70 2 15.7 
UNDt::CIDtD 7 10 14 14 41 14 21.6 
6000 INFOHH4TION 11 11 1!! 17 41 2 ~3.4 
~OT 6000-UNOt::CIDEO 10 8 17 21 41 3 22.2 
liPI'ROVE TRI-MET 14 13 21 21 29 2 26.1 
UI!>AI'PHUVE 6 4 10 19 60 1 17.0 
UNllECIDED 6 7 l 7 l7 45 8 20.4 
TRI-MET RIDERS 17 8 14 24 33 4 25.1 
NON-RIOE.RS !! 10 1tl l!! 44 2 21.7 
UOINERS 7 9 12 1!! 53 1 19.!! 
Ht::NT OR OTHER 15 10 2J ~3 24 5 26.7 
TOTAL BUSINESS 2 2 28 40 28 0 20.9 
S-39 
t~ LIGHT RAIL WILL 1 MPtW\IE Ill SUAL ~ LlVlNG tN\IlRONMENT IN AREA 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
A6REE 4 3 2 DISAPPROVE OK AIIG 
TOTAL RESlu~NTIAL 11 20 23 Ill 26 2 27.2 
r1ALE 12 21 20 18 27 2 t7.3 
ftHALE 10 20 24 19 24 3 27.t 
lll-24 Yt:.AR~ 2 25 32 21 20 0 26.8 
t~-34 13 22 24 21 18 2 2'>1.0 
_j!:>-44 6 18 1~ 24 31 2 24.2 
't!:>-~4 18 22 16 11 31 2 t8.4 
~!:>-64 12 11 27 19 29 2 ts.7 
b5 OH OllER 12 21 16 15 31 5 26.1! 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 11 21 21 t3 21 3 27.8 
COLLE6E PARTIAL 1tl 18 21 18 22 3 29.2 
HluH SCHOOL t! 19 24 15 33 1 25.4 
uRAOE OR NONE 0 35 30 17 18 0 28.2 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 17 21 23 13 23 3 29.6 
.-1Uo000-Sl4o999 12 32 15 20 18 3 3o.o 
U5oOOO-S24o'>l99 8 18 21 22 28 3 25.5 
:.25oOOO-S3'to999 11 19 26 17 27 0 27.0 
i35o000 OR ~ORE 14 13 21! 14 31 0 26.5 
t!ANFIELO 12 25 22 18 21 2 29.0 
tlURNSlDI:. PRIMARY 10 16 24 cO 26 4 26.2 
t1UHNSIOE SECOND-TER 12 15 2!:> 20 26 2 t6.tl 
uRtSHAM 6 15 1!:> 16 47 1 21.7 
IIPPROVE Ll 6tH RAIL 16 29 28 16 9 2 32.8 
UI~APPHOIIE 3 4 13 to 59 1 17.0 
liNUt:ClOED 3 11 7 34 31 14 20.tl 
6000 INFORMATION 16 21 22 17 22 2 29.3 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED t! 20 22 19 29 2 t5.tl 
APPROVE TRI-MET 15 25 23 16 19 2 Jo.1 
UISAPPROVE 8 14 21 21 34 2 23.9 
liNUECIDt::O 4 15 21 22 32 6 23.2 
TR 1-HET R lUERS 13 25 19 l!l 22 3 28.9 
NON-RIDERS 11 18 23 19 27 2 26.6 
OWNERS 12 15 24 16 31 2 26,1 
RENT OR OTHER 11 27 19 21 20 2 28.8 
TOTAL BUSINESS 4 54 29 9 4 0 34.5 
s-4o 
~~ CONSTRUCTION ~ILL UlSRUPT NEJGHBOHrlOODS ~ LIVES OF PEOPLE ALONG ROUTE 
STRONGLY STRONGLY ME. AN 
DISAGREE 2 j 4 AGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL II I2 20 ~3 3& 23.3 
MilLE 7 IO 23 ~7 33 0 23.2 
FEMALE 10 12 H! ~0 38 2 ~3.4 
11:!-24 YEARS 10 10 2b 27 27 0 24.9 
~5-34 7 12 11:! J5 26 2 23.& 
j~-44 4 10 15 24 47 0 20.0 
'+~-~4 11 8 27 ~1 33 0 ~4.2 
:>5-b4 8 17 13 14 48 0 22.3 
bS OR OVER 1~ 11 21 14 39 3 24.1 
I.:OLLEGE COMPLETE 7 16 2J 2b 28 0 24.8 
COLLt.GE PARTIAL & 10 17 25 39 3 21.7 
HIGH SCHOOL 10 11 1~ 22 38 0 23.4 
uRADE OR NONE 12 12 23 18 35 0 24.7 
LESS 510,000 INCOME 14 6 1'J a 36 3 23.9 
111Ut000-U4,999 11 18 ltl JO 23 0 2&.3 
u !), 000-$24' 999 5 11 19 ~& 37 2 21.9 
~~s.ooo-s34,999 3 11 27 a 37 0 22.0 
1135tUOO OR MORE 10 10 13 20 47 0 .C1.6 
llANFIELD 8 13 22 29 27 24.5 
tlUHNSJDE PRIMARY 11 7 1b ~0 4& 0 21.7 
tlURNSIDE. SE.COND-TEH 7 12 26 18 35 2 23.& 
GRESHAM J 9 6 20 61 1 17.1 
IIPPHOVE liGHT RAIL 8 15 21 JO 26 0 ~4.9 
UISAPPROVE 1:! & 19 9 57 1 19.7 
UNOt:CIOED 17 4 10 2!1 34 7 ~3.7 
uOOD INFORM A liON 11 18 21 ~1 28 2&.2 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED & 8 19 25 41 ~1.3 
APPROVE TRI-MET 9 14 20 29 27 1 24.\1 
UISAPPROVE ~ 8 2J lJ 4& 1 22.0 
UNDECIDED 4 11 11 27 47 0 19.8 
TRI-ME.T RIUERS 9 12 21 28 28 2 24.3 
NON-HIOE.RS 8 12 19 22 38 1 ~2.9 
UWNERS 9 13 22 18 38 0 23.7 
HE.NT OR OTHER 7 11 1 7 31 32 2 22.11 
TOTAL BUSINESS 0 2 2J 52 23 0 20.4 
S-41 
~~ CONSTRUCTION ~ OP~~ATION WILL CHEAT~ JOB~ ~ ADO MILLIONS TO ECONOMY 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGREE 4 3 2 DISAGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL R~SID~NTIAL 20 28 24 1~ 12 33.0 
HALE 19 27 22 ~0 12 0 J2.3 
FEMAL~ 20 31 24 12 II 2 :n.ll 
18-24 YEARS 17 42 26 tl 7 0 35.4 
~5-J4 1tl 28 29 21 4 0 33.4 
J5-44 12 39 25 10 12 2 33.0 
45-54 40 21 7 11 19 2 J5.4 
~5-64 25 17 29 l7 12 0 32.7 
1>5 OR OVER 11 29 11i 17 21 4 29.1 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 21 31 22 17 7 2 34.2 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 21 28 26 13 12 0 33.3 
HIGH SCHOOL 20 25 21 l7 1~ 2 31.':1 
bRAOE OR NONE 6 53 23 18 0 0 34.7 
LESS UO,OOO INCOME 25 26 20 15 14 0 33.2 
il 0' 000-$14' 999 21 45 16 11 3 4 37.3 
u5.ooo-524,999 22 27 21i 15 8 0 34.2 
a~~.ooo-534,999 13 17 25 29 16 0 28.1 
S35t000 OR 'lORE 20 31 2'+ 7 16 2 33.2 
1$ANFIELD 22 J6 2U 14 7 1 35.2 
t:IURNSIDE PRIMARY 25 17 2d 17 11 2 32.tl 
dURN SIDE SECOND-TER 17 20 26 .l6 19 2 3o.o 
GRESHAM 19 41 2'+ d tl 0 35.& 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 26 34 24 12 3 1 36.tl 
VISAPPROVE. 10 18 22 19 31 0 ~5.!1 
UND~CIDED 10 18 27 24 11 10 29.2 
uOOD INFORMATION 24 26 25 13 11 34.0 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 17 30 22 17 13 32.3 
APPROVE THI•MET 23 29 2'+ 16 7 1 34.7 
VISAPPROV£ 1':1 25 Ill 17 20 1 J0.7 
UNOECIDI:.D d 35 31 .l3 11 2 31.5 
THI·MlT RIOERS 20 34 22 13 9 2 34.2 
I'ION-H I DERS 20 26 2'+ l"f 12 1 32.5 
VWNERS 17 24 21> 17 14 2 31.3 
HE.NT OR OTHER 24 35 1tl 15 7 1 35.3 
TOTAL BUSINESS 2 bO 29 7 2 0 35.3 
S-42 
<:!=> LIGHT RAIL. WILL INC~EASE OPERATING CO!>TS Of TRI-MET 
STtlONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
D!SAGREt. 2 ,j 4 AGREE OK A'IG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL j 6 13 30 46 2 111.11 
I'! ALE c 6 13 29 49 1 18.1 
fEMALE !:> 5 12 3c 43 3 19.4 
111-24 YEARS 2 10 25 31 32 0 22.0 
<:!5-34 2 4 11 42 40 1 18.4 
.$!:>-44 i!. 6 6 .$5 47 4 17.6 
'+5-S<t 5 4 9 ell 50 4 la.o 
:J!:>-64 4 9 b 19 511 4 17.11 
b5 OH OVER 5 6 21 1b 51 l 19 •. , 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 3 1 lU .$4 43 3 18.9 
COLLE. til:. PARTIAL j 5 11 <!II 51 2 17.9 
HIGH SCHOOL 3 5 14 .$2 45 l 18.8 
uRAOI:. OH NO~E b 12 2':1 12 35 6 c3.8 
L.ESS UOoOOO INCOME 0 10 1':1 25 42 4 19.7 
uo.ooo-U4,999 4 7 12 Jo 41 0 19,7 
~l!:>o000-$24,999 2 7 lc Jl 45 3 18.7 
.a2!:>o000-$34,99'J 5 1 11 jj 50 0 17.8 
i35o000 OH MORE 4 4 lll i!.l 59 2 17 .o 
tiANFIELO 4 4 14 33 44 1 18.9 
tiUHNSIDE PRIMARY 4 5 21 24 44 2 19,9 
t!UHNSIDE SI:.COND-TER 4 1 10 Jl 44 4 19.2 
~>HE SHAM 3 2 lJ co 58 4 l6,b 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 4 8 l7 3b 34 l .!1.1 
LIISAPPROVE l 2 b l'J 11 l 14.2 
UNDI:.CID£0 1 0 3 24 52 14 16.8 
bOOO INFORMATION 4 7 11 35 41 2 19.6 
NOT GOOU-UNDECIDED 3 5 13 i!.7 so 2 18.2 
APPROVE TRI-HET 4 7 1b Jb 36 1 co,6 
UISAPPROVE 4 2 t! 24 b2 0 16.1 
UNOEC1Dl0 0 9 II 21 53 9 17 .l 
fRI-MET RIUt:RS 3 5 14 31 46 1 18.7 
oiON-HIDEHS 3 1 12 i!.9 47 2 18,8 
OWNI:.RS 4 6 10 <:!5 54 1 111,0 
HENT OR OTHER 2 6 1b 37 36 3 19,8 
fOTAL. BUSINESS 0 2 0 49 49 0 15,5 
S-43 
c!:> LIGHT RAIL IS FAST t. t::FFICIENT 'IIAY TO MEt::T THANSPORTATION NEEDS 
STHONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGHEE 4 3 2 DlSAGHEE OK AVu 
TOTAL Rt::S1UENTIAL 30 24 20 9 14 3 34.'1 
MALE 25 26 19 13 14 3 33.5 
FEMALE 3b 22 20 5 13 4 3&.4 
11!-24 YEAHS 37 31 I 7 J 7 5 J9.2 
c!5-J4 31 28 1't 13 7 2 3&.4 
J5-44 27 28 23 4 14 4 J5.3 
45-54 3't 19 I 10 23 2 34.1 
:>5-b4 35 15 19 8 15 8 35.0 
o5 OH OVEH 19 19 2tl ll 20 3 30.b 
~OLLEGE COMPLETE 35 21 21 tl 14 1 35.5 
COLLEuE PAHTIAL 30 26 1b 11 14 3 35.0 
niGH SCHOOL 2tl 24 20 9 14 5 3it.& 
tiRADE OR NO'IE 2'1 24 23 12 12 0 34.7 
LESS 5l0o000 INCOME 2'1 26 20 6 13 b 35.5 
uo,ooo-sl4o999 33 27 17 1:1 10 5 37.0 
i15oOOO-S24o999 32 28 lb 11 10 3 36.2 
~25oOOO-S34o999 2tl 19 21! 3 20 2 33.2 
H5o000 OR OIORE 29 20 2'+ 15 12 0 33.'1 
tsANFIELO 31 28 1b 11 13 1 35.4 
tlURNSIO~ PH!MAHY 38 16 15 9 l7 5 35.1 
tlUHNSIDE S~CONU-TER 29 25 21 1:1 14 3 34.9 
1>HE.SHAM 1b 33 2b 12 10 3 33.3 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 43 33 lb 4 4 0 40.7 
UISAPPRUVE 9 9 23 17 35 7 23.5 
UNDECIDED 10 11 31 1 7 I 7 lit 27.6 
tiOOD INFORMATION 39 24 I !:I 7 10 2 37.6 
~OT GOOU-UN~ECIOED 25 24 19 11 17 4 33.1 
APPHOVE TRI-ME.T 39 31 17 5 8 0 39.0 
UISAPPHOVE 22 II 23 13 25 b 29.3 
UNOECIOt.D 15 23 20 17 17 8 3o.2 
TRI-MET RIUERS 29 21 27 8 12 3 35.0 
NON-RIDERS 31 25 lb 10 15 3 34.9 
UWNEHS 27 21 22 11 I 7 2 32.9 
Ht::NT OR OTHER 35 29 14 !:1 9 5 37.1:1 
TOTAL BUSINESS 11 44 32 2 3 1:1 36.1 
s-44 
2~ LIGHT ~AIL WILL INCHtASE PROPEHTY VALUES 
STHONGLY STHONGLY MEAN 
AGREE 4 ) 2 OISAGHEE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 14 20 24 15 20 7 29.2 
1'4ALE 13 21 24 15 23 4 ~8.b 
fEMALE 15 19 24 15 18 9 29.9 
!8-24 YEARS 7 22 34 20 17 0 28.3 
~5-34 14 26 30 14 11 5 .H .8 
.j~-4'< II 19 18 !b 25 1'< 2t>.4 
'<5-54 ~5 12 17 16 21 9 3o.« 
::>5-64 13 14 27 11 29 6 26.9 
b5 UR OVER 15 19 15 18 25 8 ~8.1 
t:ULLEGE COMPLETE 18 19 19 18 19 7 29.9 
COLLEGE PAI·cT I AL 14 24 23 !2 21 b 29.7 
HIGH SCHOOL 13 16 21:1 15 20 8 28.5 
GRADE OH NONE b 35 18 ~3 18 0 28.8 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 1b 16 27 !2 17 12 30.2 
~10o000-Sl4o999 12 26 21 16 18 7 29.9 
~15o000-S24o999 16 22 2~ 12 17 8 31.0 
*25oUUO-S34o9'1'1 1:1 15 32 20 23 2 26.3 
:.35o000 Oil MOHE 20 17 14 20 25 4 28.6 
dANFlE.LO 11 27 20 18 17 7 29.7 
dUHNSIOE PRIM4RY 21 16 29 1:1 20 6 31.1 
dUHN~IOt: St:COND-TER 14 15 31 15 19 6 28.9 
GHtSHAM 12 13 10 12 45 8 22.8 
APPROVE LIGHT HAIL 15 26 29 14 11 5 32.1 
UISAPPROVE 13 11 14 17 38 7 ~3.9 
UNDECIDED 10 7 17 25 20 21 25.2 
GOOO INFORMATION 15 25 21 15 20 4 29.9 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 14 16 2b 16 19 9 28.7 
APPROVE TRI-MET 16 25 27 15 13 4 31.6 
UISAPPROVE. 11 14 23 14 31 7 25.8 
UNDECIDED 11 15 14 18 23 19 26.7 
TRI-MET RIDERS 19 20 22 1b 16 7 31.0 
NON-RIDERS 12 20 25 15 21 7 ~!cl.s 
OWNERS 14 17 22 16 25 6 27.8 
HENT OR OT11EH 14 24 2b 15 13 8 31.3 
TOTAL BUSINESS 2 36 4'1 4 9 0 31.7 
S-45 
~~ LIGHT RAIL wiLL COt~!>ERVE ENEHG Y 
"' 
IS NON-POLLUTING 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGHEE 4 3 2 DlSAGHEE OK AVG 
fOTAL RlSlDENTlAL '+0 33 1~ 7 5 3 39.9 
MALE 3~ 35 1~ 7 4 3 '+0.~ 
FEMALE 40 33 11 8 5 3 39.1 
Hl-24 YlA~!:> 39 '+4 1 II 0 2 '+1. tl 
~5-34 40 35 12 ~ 2 2 40.2 
.:15-'+'+ 3~ 37 tl b 6 4 lt0.2 
'+5-Sit lt4 31 7 b 7 5 40.6 
~5-b4 31 32 1tl 11 b 2 37.3 
b5 OH OVER 42 26 17 4 7 4 39.1 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 43 38 ~ 2 5 3 ... 1.6 
COLLt.bE PAHTlAL 311 33 11 11 4 3 39.1 
tilGH SCHOOL 38 32 14 tl 5 3 39.3 
GHAOE OR NONE '+7 29 12 6 0 6 42.5 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME lt2 28 13 7 3 7 40.6 
,.10t000-Sl4t999 44 34 I! 11 2 1 1t1.0 
USt000-524,999 39 37 ~ 4 7 4 40.2 
,.2!>t000-53'>t999 31 33 19 11 6 0 37.2 
,.35,000 OR "'ORE '+9 33 12 4 2 0 '>2 .... 
t:IANFlELD 4b 38 I! 3 2 3 '>2.7 
tiUHNSlDE. PRIMARY 43 23 13 10 6 5 39.2 
tiUHNSIOE SECOND-TER 37 29 16 10 6 2 38.~ 
~>HE SHAM 21 '+4 14 12 6 3 36.3 
API-'HOIIE LIGHT RAIL 47 37 8 5 1 2 ... 2.7 
UISAPPROVE 26 29 11 lJ 12 3 34.6 
uNDECIDED 31 24 24 7 7 7 37.0 
1>000 lNFORMA TION 4tl 32 9 6 5 0 '>1.2 
NOT GOOU-UNDECIOED 33 36 1'+ II 4 5 39.1 
APPHOVE TRl-MET 46 38 ~ 3 2 2 42.5 
UISAt'PROVE 35 25 17 12 B 3 36.9 
UNDECIDED 25 35 14 11 7 tl 3b.3 
fRI-MET RIOEHS 38 40 10 6 4 2 40.4 
NON-HlDE.HS 40 31 13 8 4 ... 39.8 
OWNEHS 41 31 14 6 b 2 39.6 
HENT OR OTHEH 38 37 ~ 9 2 5 '>0.4 
TOTAL BUSINESS 6 58 25 4 0 35.5 
s-46 
cd LIGHT RAIL WILL RELlEVE TRAFFIC ON BANFIELD F~EEWAY 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGHEE 4 j 2 DISAGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 3b 29 13 9 11 2 37.0 
MALE. 31 30 14 10 13 2 3!).b 
FEMALE 40 29 12 9 9 1 38.4 
lB-c4 YEARS 46 32 1~ 5 2 0 41.5 
c5-34 3t! 38 9 t! 6 1 39.5 
J5-44 37 24 23 10 4 2 Jt~.c 
'+S-S,. 37 26 9 1 l1 4 36.0 
~5-64 c.7 23 21 12 l1 0 33.1 
b!> OR OVER 29 26 tl 12 22 3 32.8 
(;0LLEGE COMPLETE 41 34 13 8 4 0 40.0 
COLLEGE PAHTIAL 39 26 13 11 10 1 37.3 
HIGH SCHOOL u 30 14 8 18 3 34.1 
bRAUE OR NONE 6S 23 6 6 0 0 44.7 
LESS SlOoOOO INCOME 49 25 4 9 10 3 39.7 
u o, ooo-' 14,999 32 45 !> 8 9 1 38.5 
Ji1!>t000-S24o999 39 28 10 7 14 2 37.1 
~25t000-S34o99':1 22 30 2t> 8 14 0 33.8 
S3St000 OR MOHE 33 22 27 12 6 0 36.5 
dANFIELD 41 34 10 9 5 1 39.7 
r:!UHN!>lDE PRIMARY 36 20 13 9 17 5 3s.o 
r:!UHNSIOE SI:.COND-TER 32 28 11 12 15 2 35.2 
bRESHAM 23 32 3~ 4 5 1 36.4 
APPROVE LIGHT HAIL 48 33 11 4 2 2 '+2.2 
Ul~APPROVE 12 22 11 18 30 1 26.11 
UNOE.CIOED 24 28 20 11 14 3 33.9 
liOOO INFORMAl ION 37 34 9 9 10 1 37.9 
~OT GOOD-UNDECIDED 34 27 16 9 12 2 36.3 
APPROVE TRl-MET 43 34 10 7 5 1 .. 0.5 
uiSAPPROVE 26 22 1'+ 12 24 2 31.3 
UNDI:.CIOE.O 2!1 29 20 12 9 2 35.6 
THI-MET RIDERS 38 33 14 8 6 1 39.0 
NUN-HIDERS 34 28 13 10 13 2 36.1 
OWNEHS 30 28 1t> 11 14 1 35.0 
HENT OR OTHER 42 33 9 6 8 2 39.6 
TOTAL BUSINESS 9 66 14 9 2 0 37.2 
S-47 
<!tl LIGHT RAIL WILL MEAN NEW/IMPROVED CURtlSt STREETS ~ LIGHTING 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGREE 4 3 2 DISAGREE OK AVG 
fOTAL RESIDENTIAL 11i 28 20 1!:> 11 8 33.1 
14ALE 19 28 20 14 10 9 33.7 
FEMALE 17 27 22 16 11 7 32.~ 
18-21t YEARS 22 39 24 10 5 0 36.3 
.:!~-34 20 30 22 1~ 6 7 3it.lt 
JS-44 10 33 24 li 15 10 31.S 
'+5-54 21 21 23 9 15 11 32.~ 
::>5-b't 19 25 12 25 9 10 32.1 
6~ OR OVER 1b 21 HI co 13 12 30.9 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 11 27 24 20 11 7 3o.~ 
COLLEGE PARTIAL ltl 30 23 11 7 11 34.6 
HIGH SCHOOL 23 26 1b 14 13 8 33.3 
tiRADE OR NONE ltl 29 29 Ill 6 0 33.5 
LESS 510t000 INCOME 22 26 23 12 10 7 34.1 
~10tOOO-Sl4,999 21 37 13 13 8 8 35.4 
u5,ooo-s2,.,999 17 31 20 l4 8 10 3it.O 
~2~tOOO-S34t9~~ 14 25 25 17 8 11 32.3 
H5t000 OR ~ORE 20 19 26 13 18 4 31.0 
dANFIELD li 23 20 23 14 12 28.6 
tiUHNSIDE PRIMARY 34 30 12 7 11 6 37.5 
::I URNS IDE SE.CONll-TER 25 34 ~~ 10 7 !> 36.2 
I>RESHAM 12 18 3!1 24 4 4 30.9 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 22 35 21 10 6 6 36.1 
UISAPPROVE 13 14 20 .:!4 19 10 27.6 
UNUEClDED 10 18 17 .:!1 17 17 27.~ 
iiOOO INF0Rfo1ATION 20 33 18 14 8 7 34.8 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 17 24 u 16 12 9 31.9 
APPROVE TRI-MET 20 33 20 13 8 6 34.8 
UISAPPROVE 17 23 20 14 15 11 31.5 
UNUI:.C1DED 11 21 25 co 14 9 29.6 
fR I -MET R lUERS l7 26 21 12 13 11 32.5 
,..ON-RIDERS 19 28 20 1 7 9 7 33.J 
UWNI:.RS 17 24 21 18 13 7 31.7 
HENT OR OTHER 20 32 20 11 8 9 35.1 
TOTAL BUSINESS 2 49 30 2 2 15 35.6 
S-48 
2d LIGHT RAIL ~ILL INCREASE PROPERTY TAXES 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
DISAGREE 2 3 4 AGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 5 1 1b 24 45 3 20.0 
MALE 7 12 13 23 43 2 21.5 
fEMALE 3 3 1t1 25 46 5 18.5 
18-24 YEARS 2 10 17 34 32 5 21.3 
25-34 5 10 18 2b 36 5 21.'1 
JS-44 2 8 1 7 JO 41 2 19.8 
45-!>4 7 7 11 21 so 4 19.5 
:>S-6<t b 2 13 16 63 0 l7 .1 
bS OH OVER 5 6 15 19 52 3 19.0 
COLLEGE. COMPLETE 8 13 13 23 38 5 22.6 
COLU:.GE PARTIAL 3 4 17 n 44 5 18.9 
HIGH SCHOOL 4 8 iS 22 50 i 19.3 
GRADE OR NONE 6 6 23 18 47 0 20.6 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 4 3 19 25 48 1 19.0 
u o, ooo-s 14• 999 5 10 19 2b 37 3 21.8 
U5oooo-s24o999 4 8 10 .:10 44 4 19.5 
)2!>tOOO-S34o999 5 9 20 lb 47 3 2o.~> 
B5t000 OR >10RE 8 12 13 18 45 4 21.6 
tlANFIELU 8 8 16 27 39 2 21.9 
~URNS IDE PRIMARY 2 3 18 21 51 5 17.7 
~URNS IDE. !>ECOND-TER 2 1 21 19 47 4 19.4 
tiRES HAM j 7 tl 17 b1 4 16.9 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 6 11 19 29 32 3 22.9 
UISAPPROVE 2 2 7 14 13 2 14.2 
UNDECIDED 7 0 17 24 42 10 19.6 
bOOU INFORMATION 1 11 19 23 38 2 22.6 
~OT GOOU-UNDECIDED 3 5 14 24 50 4 18.2 
APPROVE TRI-MET 6 11 19 29 33 2 22.7 
UISAPPROVE. j 3 ll 15 6b 2 16.0 
UNDECIDlD 4 4 11 2b 4b 9 18.3 
fHI-MET RIOEHS 8 5 1 7 2b 42 2 20.8 
NON-RIDERS 4 8 15 23 4b 4 19.7 
U~Nt:.HS 1 1 15 17 52 2 19.8 
RENT OR OTHER 2 8 16 34 35 5 20.4 
TOTAL llUSINESS 0 0 II 49 43 0 16.4 
s-49 
ell LIGHT RAIL ~ILL CHtAT£ SAFETY HAZAHOS FOR P£D£STHIANS ' OHIVERS 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
DISAGREE. 2 3 4 AGREE. DK AV(j 
TOTAL R£SIUENTIAL 20 23 22 15 16 4 31.5 
PIAL£ 21 24 23 lb 14 2 32.3 
fEI'IAL£ 1!1 22 22 14 19 5 30.& 
18-24 YEAR5 15 19 39 10 17 0 30.5 
c~-34 1& 35 21 13 12 3 33.3 
JS-44 33 18 2U 7 12 10 35.9 
.. ~-s .. 23 21 17 21 1& 2 31.4 
::.5-&4 19 19 Ill 13 27 4 29.0 
t>5 OH OVER Ill 12 23 21 23 3 28.0 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 29 35 ~~ 14 & 1 J&.8 
COLLE(jE PARTIAL 17 22 27 13 15 & 31.4 
HIGH ~CHOOL 17 17 21 1& 25 4 28.4 
liHAOE OR NONE 18 11 42 23 & 0 3!.2 
LESS UOtOOO INCOME 19 19 21 9 29 3 29.0 
:~>lOt OOO-Sl4t999 15 22 18 23 12 10 30.5 
:~>l5tOOO-S24,999 17 24 23 1& 16 4 31.0 
i25tOOO-S34t999 20 24 21l 12 1& 0 32.0 
i35t000 OR I'IORE 27 30 23 10 10 0 Js.s 
dANFIELD 2b 25 22 1& 7 4 34.8 
dUHNSIDE PRIMARY 22 15 21 9 31 2 28.9 
dURNSIOE S£COND-TER 17 20 21 14 25 3 29.1 
~>Ht~HAM 3 39 27 18 5 II 31.7 
APPHOVE LIGHT RAIL 22 28 24 1& 7 3 34.4 
UI!>APPROVE 17 14 19 13 3& 1 2&.2 
<JNDEC1DED 14 17 14 14 24 17 27.9 
c;oou INFORMATION 20 27 23 13 1& 1 32.2 
NOT GOOU-UNOlCIDEO 20 20 22 1& 17 5 31.0 
APPROVE TRI-HET 22 31 22 11 11 3 34.3 
DISAPPROVE 21 10 24 13 28 4 .!8.2 
UNDECIDED 8 18 21 32 15 b 27.0 
IRI-M£T FIIUERS 17 23 23 1& l& 5 31.0 
~ON-HIDERS 21 23 22 14 17 3 31.7 
UwNEHS 24 21 23 14 16 2 32.4 
H£NT OR OTHER 15 24 22 15 19 5 30.2 
TOTAL BUSINESS 4 7 51 27 9 2 2&.'>1 
S-50 
c~ LlGHT RAIL WILL WE~liABLlZE RU~lNESS ALONG lT5 ROuTE 
SHWNGLY STRONGLY Mt:AN 
AGtlEE. 4 3 2 DISAGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 1b 33 20 13 14 4 J2.& 
HALE 15 35 17 14 15 4 J2.2 
FEMALE 1b 32 23 !2 12 5 32.9 
!8-2lt YEARS 20 4& 24 !0 0 0 J7.& 
c5-34 1 7 41 1!1 !3 1 4 J5.1 
3~-44 14 31 1b 9 1& 8 J2.& 
45-54 1& 31 21 13 19 0 J1.c 
::.5-&4 15 21 20 15 19 4 30.4 
t>5 ow OVER 12 20 2! 13 2& 8 c7.B 
\.ULLEGE COMPLETE 19 40 17 12 8 4 35.2 
I.:OLLE.GE PAHTIAL 17 31 20 18 10 4 32.8 
niGH ~CHOUL 12 33 20 10 20 5 30.7 
GRADE OH NONE c4 29 23 b 18 0 J3.5 
LESS UO,OOO INCOME 17 22 26 12 14 9 31.7 
.>l0t000-Sl'+.~99 1~ 41 11:1 10 5 7 J6.3 
u~.uoo-s2'+,999 13 40 20 9 15 3 J2.9 
:~>25t0U0-$34,999 11 36 19 !7 15 2 J1.0 
S35tUOO OR MOHE 22 21 20 c3 12 2 31.8 
dANFlELO 1& 35 20 15 9 5 J3.5 
tsURNSlOE. PRIMARY 21 23 19 9 23 5 30.9 
I:IURNSlOE SE.COND-TER 1b 36 1~ 12 19 2 31.9 
GRESHAM & 38 39 11 3 3 33.J 
APPROIIE LIGHT RAIL 20 45 21 8 4 2 J7 .1 
UlSAPPROVE 7 12 17 23 3& 5 22.'1 
<.JNOECIDEO 17 17 25 10 14 17 31.7 
GOOD INFORMATION 19 '+0 17 11 11 2 34.6 
NOT GOOO-UNOEClUEO 13 30 u 13 16 & J1.1 
IIPPROVE THl-MET co 42 18 9 7 4 J&.O 
ellS APPROVE. 12 20 17 19 21 5 26.9 
<.JNOECIDE.O & 32 3c 15 9 6 31 0 0 
TRl-MET RIDERS 17 35 u 12 10 4 33.9 
NON-RIDERS 15 33 1'>1 13 16 4 32.0 
UIIINEHS 13 29 21 l7 l7 3 Jo.4 
RENT OR OTHER 19 40 111 7 10 & 35.6 
TOTAL BUSINESS 13 42 34 5 6 0 35.1 
S-51 
~~ LIGHT RAIL IS LEAS! EXPENSIVE wAY TO MEET NEED FOR TRANSPORTATION 
STRONGLY STRONGLY MEAN 
AGHEE 4 3 2 UISAGHEE OK AVG 
roTAL RESIDENTIAL 11 20 2~ 13 18 10 29.2 
f'IALt. 10 24 2b 11 20 9 29.2 
FEMALE 12 16 30 14 1b 12 29.~ 
18-24 YEARS 12 20 39 5 14 10 31.1 
~5-34 7 21 33 19 12 8 29.1 
35-44 14 11 32 14 19 10 28.5 
<tS-54 11 29 2U 14 22 4 29.1 
:>5-t><t 13 18 23 11 20 15 ~9.3 
t>5 OR OVER 14 18 20 7 25 16 28.7 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 11 21 27 19 15 7 29.4 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 1:1 ~I 30 1..l 17 11 28.9 
HIGH SCHOOL 11 18 3U 8 21 12 28.8 
GRAUE OH NONE 24 35 0 12 17 12 34.0 
LESS UOtOOO INCOME 16 19 24 b 19 16 30.9 
UOtOOO-Sl4t999 10 24 25 15 15 11 29.1:1 
:o1St000-S24t999 10 ~5 2b 13 11:1 8 29.5 
•25tOOO-S34t999 5 14 39 12 19 11 27.0 
:>..lStUOO OR MORE 16 17 21:1 17 12 10 30.9 
t:IANFlELO 12 19 2b 19 16 8 29.2 
t:IURN~lDE PRIMARY 16 18 22 10 23 11 29.4 
t:IUHNSIUE SI::CONO-TER 12 19 2b 9 21 13 2'll.1 
bRESHAM 4 21 47 12 4 6 31.7 
APPROVE LIGHT HAlL 13 29 3:> 10 6 7 33.5 
DISAPPROVE 5 5 14 17 45 14 19.2 
uNDECIDED 17 7 21 21 10 24 JO.O 
GOOD INfORMATION 12 28 21:1 10 14 1:1 31.5 
NOT GOOO-UNDECIDED 10 15 2~ 14 21 12 27.5 
APPROVE TRl-MET 12 27 31 13 9 8 32.2 
uiSAPPHOVE 11 11 21 10 37 10 ~4.4 
UNUECIDlO 4 17 26 19 13 21 27.4 
rRI-MET RIDERS 14 20 2'-l 12 15 10 30.7 
NON-HIDERS 10 20 21 l..l 20 10 28.6 
OIINEHS 12 15 28 15 21 9 28.0 
HENT OH OTHER 9 27 28 10 14 12 30.9 
TOTAL BUSINESS 4 26 42 3 10 15 31.3 
S-52 
~d LIGHT RAIL IS A QUI~T AND COHFORTA~LE wAY TO TRAVEL 
STRONGLY STRONGLY H~AN 
AGREE 4 j 2 UISAGREE OK AVG 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 24 31 111 6 3 17 38.2 
HALE t!.7 32 16 5 3 17 39.2 
FEMALE 22 29 21 1 4 17 37.2 
!8-24 YEAR5 22 34 29 5 0 10 38.1 
25-34 19 39 16 6 0 20 38.6 
.b-44 24 27 22 3 8 16 36.:, 
45-54 28 35 12 6 3 16 39.4 
:,5-1>4 21 23 21 4 2 23 39.0 
65 OR OVER 32 19 11 10 6 16 37.11 
COLLEGE COMPLETE 26 37 16 6 3 12 38.8 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 11:! 38 15 5 4 20 37.~ 
HIGH SCHOOL 27 24 u 4 3 20 311.3 
bHAOE OR NONE 35 12 24 23 0 6 36.3 
LESS UOoOOO INCOME 26 23 3C 7 3 9 36.~ 
uo.ooo-U4o999 21 34 13 9 1 22 311.2 
:u 5, 000-524.999 22 36 14 j 4 21 311.6 
:a25oli00-$31to999 21 23 u 3 3 22 38.6 
:i35o000 OR 010RE 31 30 111 6 0 14 40.0 
IIANFIELD 21 36 13 6 0 18 40.1 
~URNSID~ PRIMARY 31 20 111 1 3 21 38.6 
tiURNSIO~ SECONLl-TER 27 28 111 3 6 18 38.2 
bRE!>HAM 6 42 36 ll 0 5 34.7 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 28 39 11 2 2 12 '10.2 
LIISAPPROVE 18 18 20 13 7 24 33.11 
UNDECIDED 17 17 21 7 0 311 37.2 
l>OOil INFORMATION 30 34 16 3 2 15 '10.1 
NOT GOOil-UNOECIDED 21 28 21 7 4 19 36.8 
APPHOVE TRI-HET 27 37 111 4 2 12 39.5 
UlSAPPROVE 23 20 22 8 6 21 35.7 
UNDt.CIOEO 15 34 13 ~ 0 30 38.1 
TRI-MET RIDERS 21 28 19 5 2 19 39.0 
NON-RIDERS 23 32 19 6 3 17 37.9 
UlljNE.RS 30 26 19 6 3 16 38.7 
HENT OR OTHER 17 38 11 5 4 19 37.4 
TOTAL BUSINESS 4 24 38 0 2 32 34.2 
S-53 
C!~ OCCUPATIO"l 
RE HOUS£ PROFES CRAFT St::RVICE OPERA UNEM 
TIRED •IFE SIUNAL CLERICAL FOREMEN wOHKEH MANAGEHS SALES TIVES STUOt::NT PLOYED LABOR 
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL 11 15 14 10 10 9 8 5 5 3 3 
MALE 21 0 1!> 9 17 !> ll 6 9 2 4 
FEMALE 13 J1 13 ll 2 lJ 6 3 1 4 2 
18-24 YEAR~ 0 22 0 12 3 a 5 2 20 7 0 
~5-34 0 ll 21 11 16 12 ~ 5 7 2 5 1 
.j5-44 4 10 31 14 10 7 10 8 4 0 0 2 
4~-54 5 i!1 11 l7 9 7 'i 7 9 1 4 0 
:.5-64 21 i!1 14 7 10 b 13 2 4 0 0 2 
65 UH OVEH 73 12 0 1 4 ~ 3 1 1 0 0 3 
l:OLLEGE COMPLETE 9 9 43 5 4 6 9 6 2 2 4 1 
COLLEGE PARTIAL 18 11 10 10 11 b 10 7 b 8 2 1 
HIGH SCHOOL 20 21 0 14 12 12 II 3 6 0 2 2 
tiRADE OR NONE 35 JO 0 0 11 18 0 0 0 0 b 0 
LESS SlOtOOO INCOME 3f! 13 3 6 20 3 3 3 6 4 0 
UOtOOO-U4t999 14 9 6 18 15 13 'I 4 0 4 5 3 
U5tOOO-S24t999 17 22 ltl 9 b 5 6 3 7 3 2 2 
~25t000-S31tt999 6 14 2!> 11 7 7 13 6 8 3 0 0 
S35t000 OR 'IOHE 8 10 17 14 18 2 13 12 2 0 2 2 
t!ANFIELU 23 13 1!1 10 8 7 1 6 3 1 3 1 
t!URNSIDE PHI MARY 15 13 7 13 10 12 15 4 6 1 3 1 
t!UHNSIDE Sf.COND-TER 14 1ti tj 12 12 10 !:) 4 5 6 4 2 
<>HE SHAM 12 1!1 11 5 b d 13 3 12 2 1 3 
APPROVE LIGHT RAIL 11 15 1b 11 10 ll tl 4 6 4 4 0 
UISAPPROVE 31 14 !I 9 9 8 1 7 3 1 0 3 
UNUt::CIDED 11 17 21 ll 6 0 11 7 3 0 4 3 
tiOOO INFORMATION 25 15 1!1 10 9 ~ 9 3 3 2 0 
NOT GOOD-UNDECIDED 12 15 11 ll 9 12 8 6 8 3 j 2 
APPROVE TRI-MET 16 15 1b 9 9 10 5 5 5 5 4 l 
UISAPPROVE 21 lJ 10 14 13 b 10 5 3 1 2 2 
UNDECIDED 13 23 13 4 7 12 1=> 4 7 2 0 0 
TRI-MET RIDERS 21 14 15 13 4 10 4 5 4 7 2 
NON-RIDERS 16 1b 12 10 12 8 10 ~ 5 2 3 
OwNERS 24 15 16 7 ll 4 9 5 5 0 2 2 
HENT OR OTHER 8 16 11 14 7 1b tl 4 5 6 4 1 
TOTAL BUSINESS 0 0 9 2 2 2 79 6 0 0 0 0 
S-54 
APPEtWI X 
The Questionnaire 
BH 5 BARDSLEY & HAS LACHER INC. 2-11-82 
Hello, I'm working on a public op1n1on survey and would like to ask you a few interesting 
questions, if you don't mind. PROMISE I'M NOT SELLING A THING! 
First, may I ask how long you've lived in your 
current residence? 
(INT: WRITE IN 11 YEARS 11 AND/OR 11 MONTHS, 11 
2 - As you may be aware, construction for the Banfield Light Rail Project will soon get 
underway. Regardless of how much you know about the Banfield Light Rail Project, what 
is your impression of it? How do you picture the Banfield Light Rail Project in your 
mind? (PROBE!) 
Anything else? 
3 1 (a) strongly approve (Ask 3a) (HAND CARD A) A 11 in all, which one of the 
2 (b) approve (Ask 3a) expressions on the card best describes how you 
3 (c) disapprove (Ask 3a) fee 1 about the Banfield Light Rail Project? 
4 (d) I strongly disapprove (Ask 3a) Just call your answer by letter, please. 
12 OK (Skip to#4) 
3a- Why, or for what reasons, do you (approve) (disapprove) of the Banfield Light Rail 
Project? (PROBE!) 
Any other reason? 
4 (HAND CARD B) Incidentally, if you wanted to get some information about construction 
activities in your area, which one of these do you think would be the most reliable 
source of information? Just call your answer by letter, please. (INT: CIRCLE ONE 
CODE NUMBER BELOW, AFTER MOST) 
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i) (j) (OK) 
MOST 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 12 
LEAST 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 12 
4a- And, which of these would you consider your least reliable source of information? Again, 
call your answer by letter, please. (INT: CIRCLE ONE CODE NUMBER ABOVE, AFTER LEAST) 
5 1 Very good 
2 Good 
3 Not very good 
4 Poor 
12 OK 
On the subject of information, what kind of a: 
job do you feel the Banfield Light Rail people 
are doing in keeping you informed about its 
operations and plans -- a very good, good, not 
very good, or poor job? 
6 - What, if any, are one or two of your chief concerns about the Banfield Light Rail 
Project? (PROBE!) 
7 What advice would you give the Banfield Light Rail people on how to keep residents 
in the area informed on construction activities and traffic re-routings? (PROBE!) 
Anything else? 
8 
0 None 
12 DK 
9 
0 None 
12 DK 
10 
0 None 
12 DK 
If you wanted to get some information about the 
Banfield Light Rail Project, what one radio 
station, if any, would you probably-listen to? 
If you wanted to get some information about 
the Light Rail Project, what one TV station, 
if any, would you probably watch? 
If you wanted to get some information about 
the Light Rail Project, what one newspaper, 
if any, would you probably read? 
11 In what way, if any, will construction of the Banfield Light Rail affect your (home) 
(business)? (PROBE!) 
Anything else? 
12 (HAND CARD C) Again, being a little more specific, which one of these would you say 
is your chief concern about the Light Rail Project? Just call your answer by letter, 
please. (INT: CIRCLE ONE CODE NUMBER BELCM, AFTER CHIEF) 
CHIEF 
SECOND 
LEAST 
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) (h) (i) (j) (k) (DK) 
2 
2 
2 
3 
3 
3 
4 
4 
4 
5 
5 
5 
6 
6 
6 
7 
7 
7 
8 
8 
8 
9 
9 
9 
0 11 12 
0 11 12 
0 11 12 
12a- Now, which one would you say is your number two concern? Again, call your answer by 
letter, please. (INT: CIRCLE ONE CODE NUMBER ABOVE, AFTER SECOND) 
12b- And, which one concerns you the least? Once more, call your answer by letter, please. 
(INT: CIRCLE ONE CODE NUMBER ABOVE, AFTER LEAST) 
13 
12 DK 
14 
12 DK 
% 
% 
Generally speaking, costs for building a light 
rail come from two sources-- federal and local 
governments. About what percent of the costs 
of building the Light Rail line would you say 
comes from federal government sources? Just 
your best estimate. 
And, about what percent of the costs of building 
the Light Rail line would you say comes from 
city and stnte government sources? Just your 
best estimate. 
15 
15a -
16 
17 
1 Will increase (Ask 15a) 
2 Wi 11 not (Skip to #16) 
12 OK (Skip to #16 
Do you think your taxes wi 11, or will not be 
increased, strictly to pay for the Light Rail? 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------1 
2 
3 
12 
12 
1 
2 
12 
Income 
Property 
Other (What?) 
OK 
No or OK 
Approve (Ask 17a) 
Disapprove (Ask 17a) 
OK (Skip to #18) 
What taxes do you think will be increased--
income taxes, property taxes, or some other 
tax? (IFOTHER) Whattax? 
Do you happen to know who will be responsible 
for managing the Banfield Light Rail Project? 
(IF YES) Who? 
(As you know) (Actually) TRI-MET is building 
and will operate the Light Rail system. Do 
you approve or disapprove of the Light Rail 
being operated by TRI-MET? 
'· 17a - Why do you (approve) (disapprove) of the Light Rai 1 being operated by TRI-MET? (PROBE!) 
18 
19 
20 
Anything else? 
0 None 
12 OK 
1 Help 
2 Harm 
3 Neither or both 
12 OK 
1 Help (Ask 20a) 
2 Harm (Ask 20a) 
3 Neither or both (Skip to #21) 
12 OK (Skip to #21) 
While we 1 re on the subject of TRI-MET, how often, 
if at all, did you pay a fare or use a pass to 
ride one way on a TRI-MET bus within the past 
month? Please count round trips as two rides. 
Is it your impression that the Light Rail will 
help or harm business along its route during 
construction? 
Is it your impression that the Light Rail will 
help or harm business along its route after it 
starts operation? 
-20a- Why do you think the Light Rail will (help) (harm) business along its route after it 
starts operation? (PROBE!) 
Anything else? · 
(ASK OF BUSINESSES ONLY) 
21 - What, if anything, could TRI-MET do to lessen the construction impacts of Light Rai 1? 
(PROBE!} 
Anything else? 
22 
(ASK OF EVERYONE) 
l Will (Ask 22a) 
2 Will not (Skip to #23) 
12 DK (Skip to #23) 
Is it your impression that people will or will 
not be able to transfer between the Light Rail 
and TRI-MET buses? 
-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------22a - l 
2 
3 
12 
Very easy 
Somewhat easy 
Not too easy 
DK 
How easy do you think it will be to transfer 
between the Light Rail and TRI-MET buses--
very easy, somewhat easy, or not too easy? 
23 l 
2 
3 
12 
More 
Less 
Same 
DK 
Is it your impression that it will cost more, 
less, or the same amount as the bus to ride 
Light Rail? 
24 l Very important 
2 Somewhat important 
3 Not too important 
4 Not important at all 
12 DK 
How important do you feel mass transit is to 
the area's economy and to jobs --very impor-
tant, somewhat important, not too important, 
or not important at all? 
25 Next, we'd like to get the benefit of your reaction to a few statements that have been 
made about the Light Rail Project. (HAND CARD D) Please rate each statement on a 
five point scale, with five meaning you strongly agree with the statement, running 
down to~. meaning you strongly disagree with the statement, with 4, 3, and 2 in 
between. The first statement is ..••. (INT: START WITH RED-CHECKED STATEMENT 
26 
27 
AND WORK YOUR WAY THROUGH ALL 8 statements) 
12 DK (a) Light Rail will pay for itself out of fares. 
12 DK (b) 
12 DK (c) 
12 DK (d) 
12 DK (e) 
12 DK (f) 
12 DK (g) 
12 DK (h) 
---
l Own 
2 Rent or other 
3 Absentee owners 
Light Rail will improve the visual and 1 iving environment in the 
area. 
Construction of Light Rail will disrupt neighborhoods and the 
lives of people along its route. 
Light Rail construction and operation will create new jobs and 
add millions to our economy. 
Light Rail will increase the operating costs of Tri-Met. 
Light Rail is a fast and efficient way to meet the transportation 
needs of thousands of East Side residents like yourself. 
Light Rail will increase property values. 
Light Rail will conserve energy and is non-polluting since it is 
run by electricity. 
Changing the subject for a minute, may I ask 
if you own or rent the place in which you are 
now living? 
(INT: USE ONLY WHEN DIRECTED) 
Including yourself, how many persons are there 
living in your household at this time? 
28 Now, I'd like to get the benefit of a few more of your reactions to statements that 
have been made about the Light Rail Project. Again, please use the five point rating 
scale on the card. (HAND CARD D) Five means you strongly agree with the statement, 
while one means you strongly disagree. Just select the one number that best represents 
how strongly you agree or disagree with each statement. (INT: START WITH RED-CHECKED 
STATEMENT AND WORK YOUR WAY THROUGH ALL 7 STATEMENTS) 
29 
30 
31 
32 -
33 -
34 -
12 OK (a) Light Rail will relieve traffic on the Banfield Freeway. 
12 OK (b) Light Rail will mean new or improved curbs, streets and street 
1 i gh t i ng. 
12 OK (c) Light Rail will increase property taxes. 
12 OK (d) Light Rail will create safety hazards for pedestrians and drivers. 
12 OK (e) Light Rail will revitalize business along its route. 
12 OK (f) Light Rail is the least expensive way to meet the need for 
transportation service. 
12 OK (g) Light Rail is a quiet and comfortable way to travel. 
____________________________ Type 
What is your occupation? 
________________________ Industry 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
1 
2 
3 
4 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
1 
2 
1 
2 
3 
A 
18 - 24 
25 - 34 
35 - 44 
45 - 54 
55 - 64 
65 or over 
College- complete 
College- partial 
High school 
Grade or no schooling 
(a) Under $10,000 
(b) $10,000 - $14,999 
(c) $15,000 - $24,999 
(d) $25,000 - $34,999 
(e) $35,000 
Male 
Female 
Resident i a I 
Business (B) 
Business (S) 
B c D E F 
2 3 4 5 6 
or more 
G H 
1 
2 
3 
7 8 9 
Primary 
Secondary 
Terti a ry 
J K L 
0 2 
M 
3 
Now, I just have a couple more questions and 
we're through. First, may I ask your approx-
imate age? (IF RESPONDENT HESITATES) Well, 
let me read off some brackets, and would you 
kindly tell me in which one you fall? 
Would you mind telling me the last grade you 
completed in school? 
(HAND CARD E:) Finally, here is a card bearing 
some broad income groups. Will you please tell 
me which one bracket best represents your total 
household income for 1981 before taxes? Please 
just call your answer by letter. 
Zip Code 
(I NT: YOU WILL HAVE INSTRUCTIONS ON 
WHICH TO CIRCLE ON QUOTA SHEET) 
N 0 p Q R s (AREA CODE) 
4 5 6 7 8 9 
X hereby certify this interview was actually taken with the person described at the 
following address and represents a true and accurate account of the contact. 
(Address) {City or town) (Date) 
(Phone number) (Interviewer's signature) 
